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SENATE

WEDNESDAY, AvuacusTt 5, 1959

WaLLace F. BENNETT, a Senator from
the State of Utah, offered the following
prayer.

Our Father in heaven, as we approach
and enter the closing days of this ses-
sion, we, the Members and officers of
this body, are in need of many special
blessings.

As individuals, we hope that Thou wilt
bless us with patience, with understand-
ing of our responsibilities, with humility,
and with the ability to subordinate our
personal, selfish aims to the accomplish-
ment of our important tasks.

As Members of this body, we pray that
we may be able to have and to maintain
an appreciation of the necessities of this
body as an entity, as an agency of the
Government. Bless us, that we may be
able to undertake our share of respon-
sibility for the success of the Senate as
a separate, distinet, and important or-
ganization.

We pray, too, that we may never for-
get our responsibilities as citizens of this
country and officers of this Government,
that we may keep the national interest
always before us, and be willing to sub-
ordinate the less important interests and
motivations to the national welfare.

Finally, we pray that as we face these
serious responsibilities, we may always
do so in the spirit of truth and in the
spirit of dedication and devotion to prin-
ciple, in order that when our work is
finished, it may have been done for the
best possible good of ourselves, the Sen-
ate, our country, and all men who be-
lieve and trust in freedom and principle,
everywhere.

These blessings we ask in the name of
Thy Son, Jesus Christ. Amen.

THE JOURNAL

On request of Mr. JoansoN of Texas,
and by unanimous consent, the reading
of the Journal of the proceedings of
"Ié‘iuesday, August 4, 1959, was dispensed

th.

MESSAGES FROM THE PRESIDENT

Messages in writing from the Presi-
dent of the United States were commu-
nicated to the Senate by Mr. Miller, one
of his secretaries.

REPORT OF COMMISSION OF FINE
ARTS—MESSAGE FROM THE
PRESIDENT
The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid be-

fore the Senate the following message

from the President of the United States,
which was referred to the Committee on

Rules and Administration:

To the Congress of the United States:

I transmit herewith for the informa-
tion of the Congress the report of the
Commission of Fine Arts of their activi-

AUTHENTICATED
U.S. GOVERNMENT
INFORMATION

GPO
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ties during the period July 1, 1948, to
June 30, 1954,
DwicHT D. EISENHOWER.
TueE WHITE HOUSE, August 5, 1959.

(NotE.—Only copy of actual report was
transmitted to the House of Representa=
tives.)

EXECUTIVE MESSAGE REFERRED

Asin executive session,

The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid be-
fore the Senate a message from the Pres-
ident of the United States submitting
the nomination of Paul C. Weick, of Ohio,
to be U.S. circuit judge for the sixth cir-
cuit, which was referred to the Commit-
tee on the Judiciary.

MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE—EN-
ROLLED BILL SIGNED

A message from the House of Repre-
sentatives, by Mr. Bartlett, one of its
reading clerks, announced that the
Speaker had affixed his signature to the
enrolled bhill (H.R. 6940) to amend the
Mineral Leasing Act of 1920 in order to
increase certain acreage limitations with
respect to the State of Alaska, and it
was signed by the President pro tem-
pore.

LIMITATION OF DEBATE DURING
MORNING HOUR

Mr. JOHNSON of Texas. Mr. Presi-
dent, under the rule, there will be the
usual morning hour, for the introduc-
tion of bills and the transaction of other
routine business; and I ask unanimous
consent that statements in connection
therewith be limited to 3 minutes.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. With-
out objection, it is so ordered.

THE LABOR-MANAGEMENT ANTI-
RACKETEERING BILL, AND LEGIS-
LATIVE AND EXECUTIVE RESPON-
SIBILITY

Mr. JOHNSON of Texas. Mr. Presi-
dent, last week the President made some
philosophical remarks about the neces-
sity of defending the executive branch of
the Government from legislative en-
croachment. His words provoked some
approving editorials and articles.

Mr. President, on the desk of each
Member there is a unanimous-consent
agreement in connection with Senate bill
2471, which would seek to bring into
agreement the views of the legislative
branch and the executive branch. As
majority leader, I do not expect to move
to have that bill considered by the Sen-
ate unless and until a satisfactory agree-
ment has been reached with the execu-
tive branch, and unless and until the
bill which it would seek to amend he-
comes law. I have been informed that
that would be the correct parliamentary
procedure.

There is also indication that the
President is going to use the prestige of
the White House and nationwide facili-
ties to discuss his ideas of what consti-
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tutes an effective antiracketeering bill;

and I am informed that he will do this

on the eve of the House of Representa-

gves debate on this important legisla-
on.

Members of the Senate will recall that
last year the Senate passed, by a vote of
89 to 1, after thorough debate of several
days, an effective antiracketeering bill.
Members will also recall that this year
the Senate, after weeks of hearings, and
after 9 days of day-and-night debate,
passed an effective antiracketeering bill,
by a vote of 90 to 1.

Mr. President, there are very few per-
sons I know of who do not want an ef-
fective antiracketeering bill enacted.
The real difficulty is that honorable men
disagree on what constitutes a bill that
will be both effective and fair.

It is my opinion that this is a problem
which the collective judgment of the
Congress must resolve. If the President
feels that he must enter the debate while
the Congress is attempting to resolve the
problem, and before the bill comes to
him, I trust and I pray, as I know all
other Americans do, that he will be able
to shed light, instead of generate heat.

Mr. DIRKSEN. Mr. President, I
would regard it as most timely if the
President of the United States did utter
his sentiments with respect to what he
believes to be an adequate labor-man-
agement reform bill to meet the chal-
leges which today are on the American
horizon. As the Chief Executive of the
country under the Constitution, I be=
lieve that, first of all, he has that re-
sponsibility; and I believe it would be
timely for him to exercise it now.

I may say, in a personal word, that
no later than yesterday morning, I urged
upon the President, and recommended,
that he go to the country with a mes-
sage on this all-important subject. It
now becomes even more timely in view
of the fact that the McClellan com-
mittee’s interim report was filed only
yvesterday—and what a document it is to
awaken the American people to what is
at the present time on the horizon of the
country.

I should like to make one comment
with respect to the one-sided vote by
which the Ilabor-management reform
bill passed the Senate. I have pointed
out on a number of occasions that not-
withstanding the fact that we felt the
bill was inadequate, in that it did not
deal sufficiently with the field of black-
mail picketing, secondary boycotts, no
man’s land, and certain enforcement
provisions, we had virtually no choice
except to vote for the bill, for other-
wise there would have been no action
at all on that subject in this Congress;
a failure on the part of the Senate
to act, when it was the initiatory body,
would have been like notice to the House
of Representatives that it might just
as well stick its bill into a pigeonhole.
So, in my judgment, the vote of 90 fo 1
connoted very little as to the number of
Members who felt that the bill was en~
tirely inadequate for the necessities of
the moment and entirely inadequate to
meet what I regard as the serious and
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threatening challenges which are be-
fore us at the present time.

The mail which comes to every Sen-
ator’s desk evidences a tremendous and
intense interest in every section of the
country, among people in all walks of
life.

I can only express the hope that when
the bill reaches the floor of the House
of Representatives, next week—as I un-
derstand it will—the Members of the
House will stand up to it and will do
an infinitely better job, so that when
the hill goes to conference, it will con-
tain what have been described as the
requisite teeth, the necessary provisions
to meet the present challenge.

Mr. SYMINGTON. Mr. President,
will the minority leader yield briefly to
me, for a question of fact?

Mr. DIRKSEN. Iyield.

Mr. SYMINGTON. I ask my able
friend, the Senator from Illinois, whether
he is talking about the vote in the Sen-
ate this year or the vote in the Senate
last year.

Mr. DIRKSEN. The vote this year.

Mr. SYMINGTON. This year? I
thank the Senator from Illinois.

Mr. MANSFIELD. Mr. President,
apropos the announcement that tomor-
row night the President will speak to the
Nation on labor-management legislation,
I should like to state that last year the
Senate passed, by a vote of 89 to 1, a
very good antiracketeering labor bill, as
the majority leader has already stated.
That bill was not passed by the House
of Representatives, because the bill was
brought up in the House under a sus-
pension of the rule, after undue delay,
and the necessary two-thirds majority
vote was not forthcoming., I think the
record will show that at that time the
great majority of the Republicans voted
against the labor bill, and the great ma-
jority of the Democrats supported it.
This year a labor bill was passed by the
Senate by a vote of 90 to 1. All kinds of
amendments were offered. I recall the
distinguished minority whip [Mr.
EucHer] had a leading part in writing
into the bill a so-called hill of rights pro-
vision, which was accepted by the Sen-
ate.
I express the hope that, inasmuch as
President Eisenhower is to go before the
people of the Nation tomorrow night,
through the media of TV and radio, the
same privilege will be accorded by the
networks to the author of the labor anti-
racketeering bill which passed this body
a few months ago, the distinguished
Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. Ken-
wEDY] or to the Speaker of the House or
the distinguished majority leader [Mr.
McCormackl. I think he or they should
have equal time in this respect so that,
on that basis, the American people can
then make up their minds whether we
have passed a sufficiently strong bill in
the Senate as I think we have.

Mr. JOHNSON of Texas, Mr, Presi-
dent, will the Senator yield?

Mr. MANSFIELD. I yield.

Mr. JOHNSON of Texas. I point out
for the record that the great crusade
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came into power in 1952 with an over=
whelming mandate of the American
people, and the late distinguished labor
expert, the beloved Senator from Ohio,
Mr. Taft, became the majority leader of
the U.S. Senate in the 83d Congress.

That session came and went without
any labor bill of any kind. Then we had
a second session of the 83d Congress.
We were led in this body by that fear-
less and courageous American, William
F. Knowland, of California. The ses-
sion came and went without any labor
bill.

I would remind the Republican Party,
which utilizes every opportunity to be-
come as partisan as it has been since it
came into power that it was a Demo-
cratic Congress that brought into ex-
istence a Democratic committee, headed
by a great American, JoHN MCCLELLAN,
that exposed the racketeers and hood-
lums. I shall not go into the details of
which party the prineipal racketeers
belong to. But, pursuant to the recom-
mendation of the McClellan committee,
and after full and adequate opportunity
had been given to every Member of the
Senate to offer every amendment that
could be conjured up by any trade as-
sociation or any labor organization,
after full and ample and lengthy debate,
the Senate passed by a vote of 90 to 1,
an effective antiracketeering bill, and
it did so without any pressure, it did so
without any heat, it did so without any
ultimatums.

I am one who believes that the House
of Representatives is perfectly com-
petent to act in its wisdom on the type
of legislation the majority of its Mem-
bers feel ought to be passed. I have no
doubt it will be effective antiracketeer-
ing legislation.

EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS,
ETC

The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid be-
fore the Senate the following letters,
which were referred as indicated:
APPOINTMENT OF SPECIAL NONUNIFORMED

POLICEMEN BY ADMINISTRATOR OF GENERAL

SERVICES

A letter from the Administrator of Gen-
eral Services transmitting a draft of pro-
posed legislation to amend the act of June 1,
1948 (62 Stat. 281), to empower the Adminis-
trator of General Services to appoint nonuni-
formed special policemen (with accompany-
ing papers); to the Committee on Govern-
ment Operations,

ADMINISTRATION OF OATHS TO WITNESSES BY
CERTAIN OFFICERS AND EMPLOYEES OF GEN-
ERAL SERVICES ADMINISTRATION
A letter from the Administrator, General

Services Administration, transmitting a draft

of proposed legislation to amend section 205

of the Federal Property and Administrative

Services Act of 1949 to empower certain offi-

cers and employees of the General Services

Administration to administer oaths to wit-

nesses (with accompanying papers); to the

Committee on Government Operations.

RePorRT oN CONSTRUCTION, OPERATION, AND

MAINTENANCE OF DELUZ Dam, CALIF.

A letter from the Under Secretary of the
Navy, reporting, pursuant to law, on the
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construction, operation, and maintenance of
the DeLuz Dam on the Santa Margarita
River, in the State of California: to the
Committee on Interior and Insular Affairs,

Prans ForR WORKS OF IMPROVEMENT IN CALI-
FORNIA, OKLAHOMA, AND VIRGINIA

A letter from the Acting Director, Bureau
of the Budget, Executive Office of the Presi-
dent, transmitting, pursuant to law, plans
for works of improvement on Marsh-Kellogg
watershed, California, upper Clear Boggy
Creek, Okla., and Roanoke Creek, Va. (with
accompanying papers); to the Committee on
Public Works.

SECOND INTERIM REPORT OF SE-
LECT COMMITTEE ON IMPROPER
ACTIVITIES IN THE LABOR OR
MANAGEMENT FIELD (S. REPT.
NO. 621)

Mr. McCLELLAN. Mr. President, on
behalf of the Senate Select Committee
To Investigate Improper Activities in
Labhor-Management Relations, pursuant
to Senate Resolution 44, 86th Congress,
I am today filing another portion of the
Senate Select Committee Labor-Man-
agement report on those activities during
the year 1958. This report includes the
factual summary on the hearings into
the activities of James R. Hoffa, which
support the findings which I filed yester-
day with the Senate. In addition, this
report contains factual summaries and
findings on Teamsters Local 295 and the
Detroit Institute of Laundering in De-
troit, Mich.; Allen Dorfman and the
Union Insurance Agency of Illinois; the
Great Atlantic & Pacific Tea Co., of New
York, and New York Locals 342 and 640
of the Amalgamated Meat Cutters and
Butcher Workmen of North America.

The committee is still considering
other reports of its 1958 activities, in-
cluding those dealing with hearings in-
volving Philadelphia Teamsters Local
107, the United Brotherhood of Carpen-
ters; secondary boycotts, a Chicago local
of the Sheet Metal Workers Union;
racketeer infiltration of the restaurant
industry in Chicago and the overall in-
dustry in Detroit, Mich., and the UAW
strikes at the Kohler Co., Kohler, Wis.,
and the Perfect Circle Co. in New Castle,
Ind. These reports will be issued as soon
as they have won the approval of the
members of the committee.

As I stated on the floor yesterday, these
reports highlight the immediate need for
legislation in the Ilabor-management
field.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The
report will be received and printed.

EXECUTIVE REPORTS OF A
COMMITTEE

As in excutive session,

The following favorable reports of
nominations were submitted:

By Mr. MAGNUSON, from the Committes
on Interstate and Foreign Commerce:

Frederick Henry Mueller, of Michigan, to
be Secretary of Commerce; and

Thomas H. Carter, and sundry other per-
sons, for appointment in the Coast Guard.
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BILLS INTRODUCED

Bills were introduced, read the first
time, and, by unanimous consent, the
second time, and referred as follows:

By Mr. SPAREMAN (for himself and
Mr. HILL) :

S. 2400. A bill to provide for the convey=-
ance of all right, title, and interest of the
United States which was reserved or re-
tained in certain lands heretofore conveyed
to the Attalla City Board of Education, At-
talla, Ala.; to the Committee on Labor and
Public Welfare.

By Mr. NEUBERGER (for himself, Mr.
MURRAY, Mr. MCNAMARA, Mr. CLARKE,
and Mr. WinLiams of New Jersey):

S5.2491. A bill to establish a Federal Rec-
reation Service in the Department of Health,
Education, and Welfare, and for other pur-
poses; to the Committee on Labor and Pub-
lic Welfare.

(See the remarks of Mr. NEUBERGER when
he introduced the above bill, which appear
under a separate heading.)

By Mr. MAGNUSON (by request):

B. 2492, A bill to amend section 27 of the
Merchant Marine Act, 1920, in order to al-
low certain vessels to be used In the coast-
wise trade of the United States; to the Com-
mittee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce.

FEDERAL RECREATION SERVICE
WOULD PROVIDE CENTRAL AGEN-
CY TO ASSIST PUBLIC AND PRI-
VATE GROUPS

Mr. NEUBERGER. Mr. President, I
introduce, for appropriate reference, a
bill to establish a Federal Recreation
Service in the Department of Health,
Education, and Welfare. I am pleased
to be joined in the introduction of this
measure by the senior Senator from
Montana [Mr. Murray], the senior Sen-
ator from Michigan [Mr. McNamaral,
the senior Senator from Pennsylvania
[Mr. Crarg]l, and the junior Senator
from New Jersey [Mr. WiLrLiams]l.

Mr, President, in 1900, the average
American worker spent 60 hours a week
on the job. Today, as a result of work
around the bargaining table and on the
inventor’s workbench, this figure has
been cut to 40 hours. As our techno-
logical advances increase, we will prob-
ably have even further reductions in the
average workweek, and the wonders of
such home-use products as “instant
potatoes” and electric floor polishers
contribute still more extra time.

More spare time has created a prob-
lem, one which grows in size as our
population and leisure hours increase.
The greater number of spare hours has
resulted in a greater demand for organ-
ized and planned recreation. Recrea-
tion programs contribute not just to the
physical and mental health of a com-
munity. In providing activity of a posi-
tive nature, they help to curb crime and
delinquency, encourage good citizenship
and strengthen family and community
relationships.

Several thousand cities and towns in
the United States have established com-
munity recreation programs. Many of
these programs are limited to a sum-
mer or part-time basis, however, and
there is an increasing need and demand
for new and expanded programs and for
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the planning and procedural advice to
assist in implementing them.

Municipal, county, and State govern-
ments and voluntary organizations es-
tablishing recreation programs must face
a host of details such as utilization of
community resources, statutory, and
legislative requirements and limitations,
financing, organization procedures, and
employment standards. The Federal
Recreation Service, which would be
created by my bill, would provide a cen-
tralized agency which could offer com-
munities and organizations ready advice
on these matters. Under the terms of
the bill, the Service would also be able
to offer technical data for improvement
of existing activities in communities
which already have recreation programs.

In addition, the Service would assist
in training of personnel, one of the most
important areas of recreation program-
ing, through institutes, workshops, and
conferences. Studies, in cooperation
with other government agencies, would
be authorized to aid public and non-
profit private organizations in program
planning.

The bill also provides for a National
Advisory Board on Recreation Services,
with a Chairman and at least 24 mem-
bers, appointed by the Secretary of
Health, Education, and Welfare to ad-
vise and make recommendations to him.

The purposes of this bill, including
establishment of a Federal Recreation
Service, can easily be carried out within
the framework of the Department of
Health, Education, and Welfare with
relatively little expense. The benefits
derived from the establishment of such
a Service would be great, however, both
to the many public and private agencies
striving to improve recreation programs
and to the millions of American citizens
with whose welfare these groups are
concerned.

In conclusion, Mr. President, I ask
unanimous consent that the text of the
bill be printed in the Recorp following
my remarks, and that the bill may re-
main on the table for 3 calendar days
in order that any Senators who wish
may be added as cosponsors.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The
bill will be received and appropriately
referred; and, without objection, the bill
will be printed in the Recorp, and held
at the desk, as requested by the Senator
from Oregon.

The bill (S. 2491) to establish a Fed-
eral Recreation Service in the Depart-
ment of Health, Education, and Welfare,
and for other purposes, introduced by
Mr. NeuBerGER (for himself and other
Senators), was received, read twice by
its title, referred to the Committee on
Labor and Public Welfare, and ordered
to be printed in the Recorp, as follows:

Be it enacted by the Senate and House
of Representatives of the United States of
America in Congress assembled, That there
is hereby created in the Department of
Health, Education, and Welfare, a service
to be called the Federal Recreation Service
(hereinafter referred to as the ‘Service”),
the Director of which shall be appointed
by the Secretary of the Department. The
SBervice (1) shall provide public and mon-
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profit- private agencles with information
which will assist such agencies in determin-
ing and in meeting the expanding needs of
the public for wholesome recreation services,
and make avallable to such agencies tech-
nical and advisory service concerning com-
munity recreation problems; (2) shall co-
operate with other Federal agencies, with
the States, and recreation groups in plan-
ning for recreation services for the people
of the United States; (3) shall conduct re-
search, studies, surveys, and appraisals with
respect to public recreation services, and
disseminate the results of such research,
studies, surveys, and appraisals to interested
public and nonprofit private agencies; (4)
shall assist in training recreation personnel
through institutes, workshops, conferences,
and any other method deemed appropriate
by the Secretary of Health, Education, and
Welfare; and (5) may enter into agreements
or contracts with Federal or State agencies
or educational or nonprofit research insti-
tutions for such services as, in the judgment
of the Secretary of Health, Education, and
Welfare, will promote the purposes of this
Act.

Sec. 2. The Secretary of Health, Education,
and Welfare shall establish a National Ad-
visory Board on Recreation Services which
shall consist of a Chairman of the Board,
and at least 24 additional members, to be
appointed by the Secretary without regard
to the civil service laws. The appointed
members shall be selected from the leaders
of national standing in the flelds of recre-
ation and in related fields and shall be
broadly representative of the recreation in-
terests of the Nation. Those members of the
Board who are not officers of employees of
the United States, while attending confer-
ences or meetings of the Board, or while
otherwise serving at the request of the Sec-
retary in carrying out the purposes of this
Act, shall be entitled, while serving away
from their places of residence, to actual and
necessary traveling expenses and not more
than $50 per day for subsistence expenses.
The Board shall advise, consult with, and
make recommendations to the Secretary of
the Department of Health, Education, and
Welfare on matters relating to the adminis-
tration of this Act.

BSec. 3. The Service shall not duplicate
any functions performed by any other
agency administering recreation facilities
and services; and nothing contained in this
Act shall limit or impair the authority or re-
sponsibility of any other department or
agency of the Federal Government under
any other Act. In carrying out the purposes
of this Act, the Secretary of Health, Educa-
tion, and Welfare shall cooperate with and
receive the cooperation of other Federal de-
partments and agencies which perform
functions in the field of recreation services.

Sec. 4. As used in this Act, the term
“State” includes the several States, the Dis-
trict of Columbia, Puerto Rico, the Virgin
Islands, Guam, and the Trust Territory of
the Pacific Islands.

Sec. 5. There are hereby authorized to be
appropriated such sums as may be necessary
to carry out the purposes of this Act.

NOTICE OF HEARING ON CONVEN-
TION WITH NORWAY RELATING
TO DOUBLE TAXATION

Mr, SPAREMAN. Mr. President, I ask
unanimous consent to have printed in
the RECORD, a press release issued yester-
day by the Committee on Foreign Rela-
tions announcing that on Tuesday,
August 11, 1959, a public hearing will be
held by the committee on Executive D,
85th Congress, 2d session, a convention
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between the United States and Norway
relating to double taxation.

There being no objection, the release
was ordered to be printed in the REcorp,
as follows:

CoMMITTEE ON FOREIGN RELATIONS,
U.S. SENATE,
August 4, 1959.

Senator SPAREMAN, on behalf of the chair-
man of the Committee on Foreign Relations,
today announced that on Tuesday, August
11, 1959, the committee will hold a public
hearing on Executive D, 85th Congress, 2d
session, & convention between the United
States and Norway relating to double taxa-
tion. This convention, which was signed at
Oslo on July 10, 1958, would serve to modify
and supplement the double taxation con-
vention of June 13, 1949, between the two
countries to which the U.S, Senate gave its
advice and consent on September 17, 1951.

Anyone desiring to testify on the 1858
convention should contact Mr, Darrell St.
Claire, chief clerk of the committee, as soon
as possible,

REDUCTIONS BY CONGRESS IN
THE PRESIDENT'S BUDGET RE-
QUESTS
Mr., JOHNSON of Texas. Mr. Pres-

ident, with each passing day, it becomes

more apparent that when the year is
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over this Congress will have made sub-
stantial reductions in the President's
budget requests. The total will run into
several hundred millions.

This is not because of any sudden
change of heart on the part of Con-
gress. It is because of carefully coor=
dinated work throughout the session—
work which began even in advance of the
President’s own express desire for econ-
omy.

Last November 18 I met with the Pres-
ident to discuss several matters. In the
course of that conversation I told him
that I thought Congress would cut his
budget requests just as it has cut all of
the annual budget requests that the Ex-
ecutive has made. Since that time, the
congressional intent has been clear as it
has been clear in every year I have been
in Congress.

I ask unanimous consent that there be
printed in the Recorp a table showing
the cuts that have been made since fiscal
1955 in the President’s budget requests
and some excerpts of statements I have
made concerning the budget throughout
the year,

There being no objection, the table and
excerpts were ordered to be printed in
the REcorp, as follows:

Congress, session, fiscal year Budget esti- Appropriz Decreased by
mates tions Congress
83d, 2d, 1955, $60, 770, 315, 686 |$58, 160, 445, 563 | $2, 609, 870, 123
84th, 1st, 1056 66, 023, 089, 195 | 63, 047, 281, 321 2,075, 80T, 874
B4th, 2y 4867 . . - - He ot 73, 208, 850, 78, 041, 364, 417 257, 405, 212
85th, 1st, 1958 > -| 78,108,417, 112 | 73, 064, 058, 328 B, 043, 458, 784
85th, 2d, 1950 .. -| 81,747,060, 999 | 81,119, 818, 276 617, 242, 723
Total budget cuts by Congress in last 5 fiscal years........|- 10, 603, 874, 716

EXCERPTS OF BUDGET STATEMENTS FROM THE
CONGRESSIONAL RECORD

January 20, 1959, the majority leader
stated: “This budget would spend substan-
tially more than current income. * * *
Both prudence and candor require that this
budget be given a most searching study by
the Congress, and each committee in it—
and, I might say, comma by comma, and line
by line—to determine if the needs of the
people are served by it or whether it serves
only the campaign needs of partisan inter=-
ests. It is clear to me that this budget was
not prepared to meet the needs of the people,
but was prepared to create a political issue
for 1860.”

February 5, 1959, during the debate on
the housing bill which was vetoed on July
7, Senator JoHwnsoN sald: “I am going to
work as diligently as I can, as leader of the
majority, as a member of the Appropriations
Committee, to get the budget in balance.
I know two ways to balance the budget.
One is to sit in a rocking chair and quit
working, to sit and chew and go on retire-
ment and to be paid unemployment com-
pensation benefits and do nothing. The
other way is to get up before daylight, work
until after dark, do more, and bulld more,
for the country. I am for the latter way."”

During the same debate, Senator JouNsoN
said: “I am going to screen these appropria-
tions bills. I do not think we have to be
lectured on spending. When this Congress
shall have finished its work this year, I
predict it will be found that we increased
some of the recommendations of the Presi-
dent and cut others. This is not going to
be a “me too" Congress—at least not on
this side of the Capitol. When it is all over

I hope we shall have a sound fiscal policy
and a balanced budget.”

February 9, 1959, Senator JoHNsoN said:
“I do not think that either party should
be labeled as the party of the savers or the
party of the spenders, but the record does
show that the Congress as an institution has
been much more saving in its appropriations
than the Executive has been in its requests
for appropriations.”

The senior Senator from Texas later sald:
“I am convinced each bill will be thoroughly
examined with a fine tooth comb. The
President’s requests will be given sympa-
thetic and sincere consideration, fair and
objective consideration.”

February 16, 1959, Senator JoHwnsow, in
a floor discussion with Senator DIRKSEN con-
cerning foreign ald funds, stated: “I shall
be controlled by only one interest and that
is the national interest. If I feel that the
money requested should be appropriated in
the national interest, I will vote to appro-
priate it. * * * I do not want to get the
matter of appropriations into party politics
any more than I want to get foreign rela-
tions or defense matters into party politics.
I hope we shall have a yea and nay vote on
each appropriation bill this year.”

Senator Jomnson later sald: “The only
thing I know that Congress can do about the
budget is to operate on the appropriation
requests. I believe if we go over each one
of the requests line by line, and base our
judgment on the facts, which are developed,
the ultimate result will satisfy the majority
of the people of this country.”

February 17, 1959, the majority leader
stated he felt a distorted plcture was being
presented of one hranch wanting to hold the
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line on spending, and the other branch want=
ing to spend. He pointed out the President
had asked for increases in budget estimates,
such as 26 percent for foreign aid, 80 per-
cent for OCDM, and many others, which
must be considered by Congress but “it is
my belief that this will be a prudent and,
I trust, a cooperative Congress; and it can
be helped much more by Executive coopera-
tion than by efforts to secure a verdict be-
fore the evidence has been given and before
it has been welghed. I think what the
people of the country should do is wait until
the testimony is in, wait until the witnesses
are heard, wait until the explanations are
given, and then form their judgments based
upon the record, instead of propaganda.”

May 28, 1959, Senator Jomwson, following
final action on the Treasury-Post Office ap-
propriation bill for 1860, stated: “The Com-
mittee on Appropriations has made many
reductions, in fact the committee has taken
such action each year since the President
assumed office. The President of the United
States, good, kindly, economical man that
he is, has never submitted to Congress a
budget which Congress has not reduced.”

June 8, 1959, Senator JoHNsON, in discuss-
ing the Interior Appropriation bill with
Senator HAYDEN, stated that the bill as
passed by the Senate provided $3,890,375 less
than the amount asked for by the President.

June 9, 1959, the majority leader assured
Senator Busm that, “It is not a new-found
desire of the majority leader to stay within
the budget. The majority leader stated last
fall that he hoped we could stay within the
budget, * * * I have stated on the floor of
the Senate and in public meetings all over
the country that I hoped this Congress
would appropriate less money than the
President asked the Congress to appro=-
priate.”

June 16, 1959, Senator Jomisow inserted
in the Recorp his newsletter, dated Febru-
ary 10, 1959, in which he had recounted
over a $10 billlon budget cut by Congress
during the last 5 fiscal years. The news-
letter promised that: “The Senate this year
will take the same hard look at the budget
recommendations. In some cases, the Sen-
ate will add to the recommendations. In
others, no doubt, it will reduce the amount.”

June 22, 1959, Senator JomNsoN, in han-
dling State-Justice-Judiciary appropriations
bill for 1960, stated: “The bill as reported
from the Senate committee is decreased by
£1,472,000 under the House bill, and a de-
crease of $31,882,900 under the budget esti-
mate * * * and this is the first bill to be
cut below the House figure.”

July 8, 1958, Senator JoHNsoN in discuss-
ing mutual security stated: “The time is
going to come, and it is not far away, when
the cloak of hypocrisy will be torn from
around some of the propaganda which is
being spread over the country. It startled
me to realize that an administration can
ask for $4,600 million for backdoor financing
for the International Monetary Fund and
the World Bank and then have the audacity
to criticize $100 million of financing for
veterans’ housing in its own country.”

July 9, 1959, Senator JoHNSON, in discuss-
ing the housing weto, the possibility of a
special session as suggested by the Presi-
dent and the legislative program generally
at the White House stated: “Let me say a
word about the appropriations bills. In
some cases, as I stated last fall (November
18) when I met with the President, I believe
the Congress will actually vote appropria-
tions less than those the President has rec-
ommended, That prediction has been borne
out by the appropriation bills passed thus
far. In some instances, the appropriations
recommended by the President will be in-
creased by the Congress—as the Senate did
in the case of the appropriations for the
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Department of Health, Education, and Wel-
fare, and as the Senate will do in the case of
defense appropriations—because we believe
it is the better part of wisdom to have a
stronger defense than that recommended by
the budget.”

LOCAL SERVICE AIRLINE
REGULATION

Mr. BARTLETT. Mr. President, last
week the Association of Local Transport
Airlines saluted civil aviation in Alaska
by holding its regional gquarterly meet-
ing in Anchorage and Fairbanks.

Hosts for this event were ALTA’s four
Alaska members—Alaska Airlines,
Northern Consolidated Airlines, Reeve
Aleutian Airways, and Wien Alaska Air-
lines. During the meeting Cordova Air-
lines joined the association. I was privi-
leged to be invited to attend this meet-
ing and to address the ALTA member-
ship twice.

The Hon. James R. Durfee, Chairman
of the Civil Aeronautics Board, was the
speaker at the concluding banquet in
Fairbanks on July 31.

Chairman Durfee pointed out, in
memorable manner, the important role
air transport played in the development
of Alaska into the ranks of statehood.
He delivered a significant discussion of
the need for a new plan of local service
airline regulation and subsidy adminis-
tration—a plan that would give local
service carriers much more management
diseretion.

Mr. President, I ask unanimous con-
sent to have Chairman Durfee’s address
printed in the body of the REcorb.

There being no objection, the address
was ordered to be printed in the Recorbp,
as follows:

It is an honor for me, on behalf of the Civil
Aeronautics Board, to join the local trans-
port industry, on the occasion of its tribute
to our newest State on its formal admission
into the Union.

It is a special honor to be invited here by
Alaska's new Governor, Willilam Egan, who
has played a prominent part in the aviation
history of this great State. And it is a privi-
lege to share the program with Alaska's Sen-
ator Bos BARTLETT, Who, as a member 'of the
Senate Committee on Interstate and For-
elgn Commerce, has, in a few short months,
become the mentor of Alaska’s aviation de-
velopment and a leading figure in our Na-
tion’s aviation picture.

No tribute to Alaskan statehood is more
fitting than that from the air transport in-
dustry—for no industry has played a bigger
role in the development of Alaska into the
ranks of statehood. The mutual growth of
the Territory and aviation is the saga of
Alaska’s history.

As the Ohio River barge opened the Ameri-
can Middle West, as the covered wagon and
stage opened the old West, and as the rail-
roads opened the Great Plains and then tied
West and East together, aviation and the
airlines have opened our last frontier, Alaska,
and linked it with the rest of the Nation.

The legend of the pony express rider, of
Casey Jones, of the riverboat captains that
Mark Twain made famous—those legends give

way to the legend of the bush pilot in the
last frontier.

The saga, the legend of Alaska’s history
will, I am confident, become the television
western of the future, and the Wells Fargo
stage, the pony express rider, of past west-
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erns will give way to the bush pllot riding
the air trails on missions of greater daring
than any the conventional western hero ever
faced with Indians, outlaws, or cattle stam-
pedes. And likely as not the television hero
of this future western will carry the handle
of one of our hosts here at this meeting, Bob
Reeve, Ray Petersen, or Slg Wien, instead of
Marshal Dillon or Wyatt Earp.

The history of the United States is, in a
very real way, the story of the development
of transportation. Nowhere in our history
is that better illustrated than in Alaska,
where aviation is the backbone of all com=~
merce.

Ilooked at some statistics for intra-Alaskan
operations before I left Washington to get
some concrete notion of the significance of
air transportation up here. And the figures
amazed me, even though I knew, in general,
the importance of aviation here.

Not counting nonscheduled services and
not counting the independent operators that
we call Alaska air taxi operators, the Alas-
kan certificated carriers, in their scheduled
services alone, carried a passenger total Iin
1958 which is the equivalent of about one trip
per year for each man, woman, and child
in the State. Back in the older States, the
passenger total was equivalent to about one
trip for every four people. In short, Alaskans
take about four times as many air trips on
scheduled airlines alone annually as their
compatriots back in the old States.

On the cargo side, about one-third of the
tonnage of the Alaskan certificated carriers
in their scheduled services alone is freight.
Back in the old States, the figure iz about 10
to 12 percent. In Alaska, mail is 15 percent
of the total tonnage; in the old States it is
only about 3 percent.

In speeches I give to groups across the
country, I often try to dramatize the develop-
ment of aviation and air transportation by
pointing out that airlines carry more pas-
sengers domestically than do trains and
buses—and more passengers across the
oceans than do the ocean liners. Here in
Alaska aviation needs no dramatization be-
cause it is the basic transportation system
for Alaska’s commerce and the foundation
of Alaska's everday life.

Despite the role that aviation has already
played in your history, I think it is safe to
say that your aviation development has just
begun. The introduction of the new F-27—
the latest in propjet air transportation—by
Wien and by Ray Petersen on Northern Con-
solidated is just the beginning of a fast
growing future. The development of Alas-
ka Airlines system into a real competitive
force under Charlie Willis and the achieve-
ment of Bob Reeve in getting his operation
off subsidy are signs of real progress.

Alaska is rapidly becoming a world cross-
road on the transpolar routes between the
Western nations and the Orlent. North-
west's new weekly service direct from New
York gives Alaska a new gateway directly to
the Industrial east and the Nation’s Capital,
cutting more than 4 hours off the scheduled
time through Seattle. The emphasis on the
development of new, lower cost cargo planes
should bring a bonanza to your cargo life-
line to the south.

I am equally confident that we shall see,
in the not too distant future, the develop-
ment of more economical small planes to
serve other Alaska needs. In fact Alaska,
because of its dependence on air transporta-
tion, may well be the model, the testing
ground, for the equipment that will serve the
expansion of air transportation in the rest
of the States.

The. Civil Aeronautics Board is proud of
the part it was able to play in Alaska’s prog-
ress toward statehood through the promo=
tion and development of your aviation in-
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dustry on behalf of the Federal Government,
Statehood works us out of part of our job,
of course, and part of our stake in Alaskan
aviation. This is as it should be. But so
long as the Federal Government continues to
make its annual subsidy investment in the
development of Alaskan air transportation,
an investment currently running at about $7
million annually, the Civil Aeronautics Board
will continue to have a very active interest in
the development of aviation here.

We know that Alaskan aviation faces prob-
lems. None will be more difficult to resolve
than the creation of a State regulatory ma-
chinery to both control and promote the
development of aviation within the State.
I know the State has already begun to strug-
gle with this problem; we hear some of the
rumbles as far away as Washington.

This is entirely a matter for the State,
of course, and I am not here to comment on
that problem at all. However, the difficulties
of creating a suitable regulatory environment
to both control and develop aviation are
familiar to me, and they are my theme to-
night. The State of Alaska is not the only
Government body facing tough regulatory
problems that are shared by the industry.

Over a year ago, at ALTA's Las Vegas meet-
ing, I outlined to ALTA and the local trans-
port industry, the Board's general dissatis-
faction with the existing scheme of subsidy
administration. I outlined our objective of
bringing a new look to that program, a new
look that we hoped would introduce man-
agement incentives, give the Government
better control over subsidy, and take the
CAB out of the business of second guessing
management.

‘We've been at work on that plan for over a
year. We had hoped, originally, to have it in
effect by July 1 last. ¥You have had a look,
this week, at a revised version of a plan de-
signed to accomplish the Board's objectives.
The plan has its weaknesses. It will prob-
ably never be perfect. We know that we
haven't reached the stage yet where the Gov=
ernment can regulate business by formula,
by grinding out answers on a computing
machine,

Nevertheless, I want to emphasize the crit-
ical importance of adopting a scheme—this
one or one like it—that will begin to ration-
alize subsidy administration with specific
standards.

Until we have a more rational scheme,
there will be no financial stability in the local
transport industry. Financial institutions,
unable to evaluate the gualities of manage-'
ment—and, indeed, unable to know whether
management or the Board runs the local car-
riers—the financial institutions will have
little or no confidence in local carriers. Cer-
tainly until local carriers can give potential
investors a realistic, rational forecast of their
potential, there will be no investor confidence
in the local carriers. Perhaps most impor-
tant of all, in the absence of a rational
scheme, the taxpayers of the United States
and their representatives in Congress will
have no confidence in the industry, and will
begin to question, as they did this year, the
rising subsidy bill.

I do not mean to imply that the millennium
will arrive when we have subsidy standards.
It is only a first step in an effort to make
sense of local service regulations and pro-
motion. The next step, which would be
helped immensely by the first, would be the
development of a new look in expanding and
adjusting the route system. Neither the
carriers, the Board, nor the public can know
where the local transport industry is golng
without more definitive standards for the
growth of local service.

A year ago I said that the success of the
local service experiment could be measured in
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terms of the numbers of people carried, as
a measure of the public service being pro-
vided, However, it does not serve the pub-
lic interest, the interest of the United States
in meeting its needs for an economical and
efficient air transportation system, simply to
add more and more cities to the transporta-
tion network to carry more and more pas-
sengers, at greater and greater annual sub-
sidy costs. Subsidized transportation should
be an investment, not simply a drain through
which dollars are poured every year with no
hope of a return in the form of cheaper and
ultimately self-sufficient operations in the
future. Local service expansion does not
serve the public interest unless there is a
prospect of concurrent improvement, and
substantial improvement, in amount of
public service per dollar of subsidy, in the
local carrier's ability to provide that service
at a lower cost, and in the incentive provided
the local carrier to meet the needs of its
system,

I am not satisfied that our regulatory ma-
chinery, our approach to creating new routes,
produces this result. I am satisfied that our
regulatory machinery, as it now works, causes
far too great an amount of delays, complaints,
and dissatisfaction. I do know that the pub-
lic and the Congress will not be satisfied to
have it continue, no matter how often we
explain that the Administrative Procedure
Act and the hearing requirements of the law
are the cause of most of our delays and dis-
satisfaction.

Last year I talked to you about growth in
local service. It grew under the regulation
of the Board and the Civil Aeronautics Act,
but I still do not think a Government agency
is the best body to decide how, when, and
where a business should expand., I still do
not think that a judicial proceeding offers
the best machinery for making such manage-
ment decisions, and it is certainly not the
best means of planning a business future.

In the local airlines business, the Board
must now make those decisions: first, because
under the act we must do so as long as we
award routes the way we do; second, because
the local airlines business is subsidized in
such a way that expansion, for expansion’s
sake regardless of economies, often carries
with it a chance of additional subsidized
profit; and, third, because the Government
has to control entry and competition to
assure safe and adequate service at a reason-
able cost. These are all good reasons, but
they do not prove that our cumbersome
process is the best or even good.

If we step back for a moment and take a
look at the local service business, I think we
can isolate three general jobs that the Board
must do under the act.

First, the Board must lay down the bound-
aries within which a local service airline can
operate—not because it is so essential for
the Government to say where or how local
service should be provided, but to limit
duplication that would increase costs and
waste subsidy.

How can this best be done? I am in-
creasingly attracted to this kind of an idea:
An area should be permanently marked out
for a local service carrier—not necessarlly
a geographic area, but an area of traffic
flow—and this carrier should be given a mo-
nopoly for the time being, with the freedom,
within that area, and subject to general
rules or restrictlons, to provide all needed
local service, to decide which cities can eco-
nomically support service within the budget
allotted by a subsidy standards program, to
detéermine routings, service patterns, sched-
ule patterns and to make all the similar
management decisions. Only with some ap-
proach like this—what we might eall, by
analogy, a route standards program—do I
think we will ever get the full advantage
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of the subsidy the Unifed States is spend-
ing. Only with some such regulatory scheme
can we take the fullest advantage of private
initiative within the subsidized and regu-
lated framework.

The Board would still have to have route
hearings to adjust the boundaries between
carriers and to redefine the relative jobs of
local and trunk carriers as conditions
change. But within each area, local service,
as defined by the Board and subject to its
general rules and restrictions, would be the
job of the carrier management.

A route program like this could only be
accomplished with a subsidy standards sys-
tem such as you have discussed here this
week, a system that would incorporate even
better subsidy control features. This is the
second job of the Board, to spend subsidy
s0 that the maximum amount of lacal serv-
ice is provided in each area for each dollar
spent, and to see that it is spent to improve
the air transportation system.

The third job of the Board—providing a
spur for management—has been done previ-
ously only in a negative way by imposing the
so-called local service restriction on top of
linear route descriptions. But, while this
control assures a minimum number of stops
for a certificated community, it also hobbles
management—denies management in many
cases the flexibility to provide the kind of
service really needed by communities. I
would far prefer to see the Board checking
the exercise of a less restricted management
discretion than prescribing these hard and
fast rules.

The kind of program I am describing may
seem like—and may in fact be—the unat-
tainable millennium. I can guarantee that
it is unattainable without subsidy standards.

The alternative to this kind of scheme,
however, is a continuation of a scheme that
has Government leoking over your shoulder
at every move you make, requiring prior ap-
proval of every step you take and second-
guessing you on every declsion, and doing
this with an organization that cannot hope
to grow large enough, fast enough to meet
the problems that you face it with. What we
want is to keep management out of the
Washington hearing rooms—there aren’t
any passengers to be sold there.

I told you at Las Vegas that I felt our
subsidy system had worked out well for the
purposes it was originally designed to accom-
plish, the development of the trunklines, It
has been patched and repatched to do to-
day’s work; but, just as the DC-3 is less and
less able to do today’s work, so the malil rate
scheme designed for DC-3 services is less and
less able to do its job of promoting and de-
veloping air transportation in a jet age. In-
creasingly, I feel the same about the develop=
ment of local service routes. The same kind
of effort that has been aimed at developing
subsidy standards must be aimed at devel-
oping route or service management standards
to free the development of local air service
from the shackles of the past.

On every side, the local transport industry
faces new, imperative challenges: new equip-
ment, new routes, new traffic—and by that
I mean new malil traffic under the recently
announced Post Office proposal—and new
competitive conditions, with rail service con-
tracting more and more everyday and trunk-
line air service changing its scope. If these
challenges are to be steppingstones to a more
successful future, your industry must be al-
lowed to meet the challenges with the most
favorable regulatory climate possible.

The Board has taken some steps to pro-
vide it. Subsidy standards are the key. The
use it or lose it standards are a rough, a very
rough, effort to establish some guidelines for
service. Even more important, those stand-
ards fix the framework for an unprecedented
local promotional effort that I discussed in
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a message to Gwin Hick’s people at Lake
Central and to Frank Hulse and Southern
Alrways in the past few months. The area
development of route systems in recent local
service cases can be the framework for the
kind of route management I have spoken of
tonight,

Much more remains to be done. The Board
cannot hope to do more than scratch the
surface of these problems by itself. ALTA,
under the able direction of the inimitable
Joe Adams, has been a great leavening for
ideas and assistance from the local trans-
port Industry in its 2 years of existence.
With your continued assistance, your con-
tinued receptiveness to new ideas, the Board
can hope to meet the problems of your
future.

THE NEED TO CONTINUE THE HIGH-
WAY PROGRAM

Mr. SYMINGTON. Mr. President, I
have received a telegram from the
Honorable James T. Blair, Governor of
the State of Missouri, with respect to the
current critical situation in my State
now characteristic of the highway con-
struction program.

I ask unanimous consent that this
telegram be printed at this point in the
RECORD.

There being no objection, the tele-
gram was ordered to be printed in the
REecorp, as follows:

JEFFERSON CITY, MoO.
Hon. STUART SYMINGTON,
Washington, D.C.:

The Missouri State Highway Commission
has discontinued receiving bids for highway
construction because of the predicted delay
in Federal reimbursement. The need today
for an adequate continuing stabilized high-
way construction program is more critical
than it was when Congress passed the 1956
Federal Highway Act and when it continued
its approval of the highway program with
the expanded 1958 Federal Highway Acf. I
urge that you support and work for high-
way legislation that will stabilize and con-
tinue the program at its present rate.

JaMmES T. BLAIR, Jr.,
Governor, State of Missouri,

Mr. SYMINGTON. Mr. President, I
have also received a letter from the chief
engineer of the Missouri State Highway
Commission, which presents clearly and
concisely the grave situation in which
many States will be unless the Congress
acts on this matter during this session.

I ask unanimous consent that this
letter be printed at this point in the
RECORD.

There being no objection, the letter
was ordered to be printed in the Recorp,
as follows:

Mi1ssoURT STATE HIGHWAY COMMISSION,
Jefferson City, Mo., July 29, 1959.

Hon, STUART SYMINGTON,

U.S. Senator,

Senate Office Building,

Washington, D.C.

DEeAR SENaTOR SYMINGTON ! I am deeply dis-
turbed by the present situation in Federal
highway financing because, first and fore-
most, the States have been advised by the
Bureau of Public Roads that unlesg “the in-
come of the highway trust fund is increased
State vouchers for both ABC and the Inter-
state System reimbursements of about $500
million will have to be held unpaid until
the trust fund can support their payment.
The holding of the vouchers would have to
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begin this fall.”
ber 1, 1859.)

Secondly, I further understand that unless
some action is taken by Congress at this ses-
sion that there will be no apportionment of
money for the Interstate System for the 1961
fiscal year and very little for the 1962 fiscal
year, and for the year following an apportion-
ment of £1.6 million, which is just about two-
thirds of the amount which was apportioned
for the 1960 fiscal year. This, of course,
means a stretch out in the time that it will
take to complete the Interstate System which
is so eritically needed now.

The first critical condition wherein the Bu-
reau of Public Roads will not be in a posi-
tion to relmburse promptly for highway
work done by the States is brought about,
in my judgment, by the fact that the Con-
gress in 1958 waived the Byrd amendment
which limited expenditures to the amount of
money in the highway trust fund and ap-
portioned $214 billion for the fiscal year 1960
on the Interstate System, $925 million to the
ABC system and $400 million for emergency
expenditures; with the further provision that
the States not able financially to match the
$400 million with State funds could borrow
a little over $100 million for that purpose.
The States were urged to get work under-
way as quickly as possible. Then, just a lit-
tle over 2 weeks ago, Public Law 86-88, the
Department of Commerce’s appropriation act
in the section entitled “Federal ald highways
trust fund” limited the payment of money
for work done on Federal aid highways to a
certain amount and provided further “or so
much thereof as may be avallable in and de-
rived from the highway trust fund.” As a
result of this wording in the appropriation
bill we have been advised that reimburse-
ments for highway work will be limited to
the amount of money in the trust fund, and
we have been further advised, as I indicated
above, that Mr, Tallamy feels the trust fund
will be depleted by early October and pay=-
ments to States will be delayed thereafter.

I assure you that this puts Missouri, and I
am convinced many other States, in a pre-
carlous financial situation. Yesterday we
canceled the letting for Thursday of this
week at which time we would have received
bids on #8 million highway construction
work. One job, incidentally, was the Mark
Twaln Expressway in St. Louis. Missouri
cannot continue highway construction work
without assurance that reimbursement for
the Federal's share will be forthcoming on
time. In fact, it is going to be nip and tuck
whether or not we have enough State money
together with what Federal reimbursement
we can receive between now and October to
be able to pay contractors' estimates for the
rest of this year. It seems to me that this
is a moral commitment that the Congress
must meet, in that they apportioned the
money in 1958 and the States, with 40 years’
experience with the Federal Government on
highway work, have always received reim-
bursement from money apportioned.

Now, in regard to the second phase of our
problem about the funds for the continuing
Federal ald highway program, I call your
attention again to the fact that the Congress
in 1958 apportioned $2'4 billion to the In=-
terstate System and increased the amount
to the ABC system after it had received the
States new estimates of cost of the Interstate
System, Our new interstate completion esti~
mate had increased considerably over the
estimate originally used at the time the 1956
act was passed. This Increase in the 1958
apportionment by the Congress assured the
Btates, in my opinion, that the Congress in-
tended to carry out the intent of the 1956 act,
in which it stated that the Interstate System
would be financed in 13 to 16 years. Now,
I encounter considerable opinion that many
Members of Congress are thinking the road

(I now understand Octo-
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program could be slowed up. I sincerely be-
lieve that a slowup is a mistake. The State
highway departments have obtained person-
nel to carry out the program; contractors
have increased their personnel and equip-
ment to carry out the program; equipment
people are geared to an increased program,
as well as producers of necessary materials.
Overshadowing all of the foregoing items is
the plain fact that we need improved high-
ways in this country in order to cut down the
appalling number of killings each year on the
highways, to reduce the great number of peo-
ple who are Injured and maimed for life,
and to cut down the loss of property. These
facts with the further fact that the highway
program makes an overwhelming contribu-
tion to the peacetime economy of the country,
as well as to the great need in times of
defense, seem to justify the continuation of
the present rate of highway construction.

I realize that the underlying problem of
all of this is one of financing. Many sugges-
tions have been made as to how the money
should be raised. Our American Assoclation
of State Highway Officials have deliberately
stayed away from suggestions on finanecing
because of our lack of knowledge on this
subject. However, I personally know that
the suggestions have been all the way from
a 1l4-cent gas-tax increase to a complete
financing from general funds. I further
know that bond financing has been sug-
gested. It, therefore, does seem to me that
some compromise could be effected some way
by which the critically needed highway pro-
gram could be carried to a satisfactory com-
pletion within the time originally specified
in the 1956 act.

I particularly appreciate this opportunity
of expressing to you my thoughts on this
matter.

With kindest personal regards.

Very truly yours,
ReEx M. WHITTON,
Chief Engineer,

Mr. SYMINGTON. Mr. President,
several days ago there appeared &
thoughtful and constructive editorial on
this problem in the St. Louis Globe-
Democrat.

I ask unanimous consent that excerpts
from this editorial be printed at this
point in the RECORD.

There being no objection, the excerpts
were ordered to be printed in the REcORD,
as follows:

The Missouri Highway Department
planned to receive bids this week and next
month on two projects to close the gap in
the Mark Twain Expressway. Chief En-
gineer Rex M. Whitton says the depart-
ment's entire State highway program must
be considered in jeopardy.

- - * - -

The 41,000-mile interstate road project
was intended to give the Nation by 1972 a
gigantic network of superhighways, and to
provide a shot in the arm to business econ-
omy in the various States.

- - - L] -
. The highway fund will be down to zero
by October, says a Bureau of Public Roads
spokesman. This must not happen.

The gasoline tax increase is the falrest
method of collecting revenue for comple-
tion of the highway program.

Mr. SYMINGTON. Mr. President,
there have been various proposals for
supplementing the financing of the Fed-
eral highway program.

Last June I voted for an amendment,
offered by the distinguished junior Sen-
ator from Oregon, to a corporate and
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excise tax bill which would have pro=
vided for temporary increase in the Fed-
eral highway motor fuel tax in order to
take care of this matter.

I also voted for the excise tax exfen-
sion bill offered by the distinguished
junior Senator from Tennessee.

As pointed out by the able Senator
from Oregon, failure to act now on this
highway construction program will be a
serious blow not only to the prosperity
but also to the security of the United
States.

Therefore I urge that a highway bill
which will permit the continuation of
a program already underway be passed
and sent to the President at the earliest
possible date.

HIGHWAY CONSTRUCTION IN
CONNECTICUT

Mr. BUSH. Mr. President, on Mon-
day of this week the highway depart-
ment of the State of Connecticut held in
suspense all plans for further construc-
tion of Federal-aid highways, including
projects on the National System of In-
terstate and Defense Highways.

The Department’s action was reported
in an article in the New Haven Register
of Monday, August 3, which I ask unani-
mous consent to have printed in the
Recorp at the conclusion of these re-
marks.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore.
out objection, it is so ordered.

(See exhibit 1.)

Mr. BUSH. Mr. President, Commis-
sioner Howard S. Ives is quoted as saying
that his Department’s action was
prompted by the failure of this Congress
to accept President Eisenhower's recom-
mendation for a temporary increase of a
cent and a half in the Federal gasoline
tax to keep the highway program on a
pay-as-you-go basis.

Mr. President, I have joined with other
Senators in voting for the temporary
tax increase, although it has been vigor-
ously opposed by some people and some
affected interests in my State. I did so
because I believe that, unpleasant as a
tax increase may be, it is the only sound
and practical solution to the crisis which
confronts us in the highway program.
Unfortunately, we did not prevail. At
least, we have not prevailed so far.

Congress must not permit the national
highway program to grind to a halt. I
hope that the Ways and Means Commit-
tee of the House of Representatives and
the Finance Committee of the Senate
will act afirmatively, and will recom~
mend legislation to meet this problem
directly, and not evade it by “robbing
Peter to pay Paul” proposals that would
divert funds from general Treasury re-
ceipts.

With-

Examsrr 1 ;
[From the New Haven (Conn.) Register,
Aug. 3, 1850]

Am TUNCERTAINTY HALTs STATE HIGHWAY
PLANS—FEDERAL FUND SITUATION CAUSES
DEeLAY oF PROJECTS—RIBICOFF URGES ACTION
BY CONGRESS
HarTroRD.—State Highway Commissloner

Howard 8. Ives today stopped any bids on
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Federal aid highway projects until he is sure
Federal funds will be forthcoming. Ives said
he made his ruling because of the “un-
certainty of the availability of Federal aid
highway funds.”

The highway department, he said, is post-
poning award, receipt, and advertisement of
any more bids on projects,

Sald Ives:

“This remains in force until such time as
the department is assured that reimburse-
ment for the Federal share will be forth-
coming.”

Ives said the department would go ahead
with planning and engineering for the proj-
ects, however.

ROUTE 91 AFFECTED

Affected is the controversial Interstate
Route 91 from the Connecticut Turnpike in
New Haven through North Haven, Walling-
ford, and Hartford to the Massachusetts line:
The circumferential route around Hartford,
and the rest of Interstate Route 85 from
New London to the Rhode Island line. In-
terstate Route 95 is the Connecticut Turn-
pike.

Ives said his action was prompted by con-
gressional rejection of President Eisenhower’s
proposal to increase the Federal gasoline tax
by a cent and a half to pay the Federal share
of the program.

The President’s proposal ran into what is
considered virtual defeat in the House Ways
and Means Committee last week,

Ives sald his action affects all proposed in-
terstate routes in the State as well as the
primary and secondary road projects that
involve Federal ald.

The interstate projects were to be financed
by the Pederal Government on a 90-10 basis,
with Connecticut eventually picking up a
tab for only one-tenth of the cost.

The primary and second projects were to be
financed on a 50-50 basis.

Ives sald that any bids recelved from now
on will be returned unopened to the con-
tractors.

“That does not mean that they are re-
jected,” Ives sald. *“They are just deferred.
We are returning them unopened until the
whole situation is clarified.”

Meanwhile at the Governors' conference at
San Juan, P.R., Gov. A. A. Ribicoff said
continued congressional failure to finance
Federal subsidies for the Interstate Highway
System would be a serious, shortsighted mis-
take. He urged the conference to take a
vigorous stand on the issue.

At a meeting of the conference committee
on Federal-State relations yesterday, which
discussed both short- and long-term Federal
highway financing, Ribicoff supported a move
to set up a special committee to formulate
a conference stand for congressional action
during the session.

He also supported a compromise resolu-
tion calling for a Federal reimbursement of
State expenditures on interstate highways
made prior to 19586.

Labeling present congressional inaction as
harmful to Connecticut, the Governor said
“it would be shortsighted if we permit the
program to be stalled.”

Connecticut's mammoth highway pro-
gram was proposed by Democratic Governor
Ribicoff and approved by the 1959 legislature,

It calls for expenditure of $522 million
over the next 4 years. The interstate proj-
ects in the program are worth $380 million.
The State would eventually have gotten back
90 percent of this in Federal reimbursements.

The program was to be financed imme-
diately with a $346 million bond issue.

Highway department spokesmen could not
say whether the State would go ahead with
the bond issue. But it was not regarded as
likely.
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Such a bond issue without the guarantee
of Federal reimbursement would be a heavy
finanecial burden for Connecticut to bear.

During the legislative session Republicans
objected to the proposed highway program
on the ground that the Federal funds were
in no way guaranteed.

The Governor was guestioned at the time
about the GOP charges at a news conference,
He replied that the program would be cut
short if the Federal aid was stopped.

But he added that it would be foolish not
to go ahead with planning for the various
projects and then have Congress approve the
funds.

Today Representative A. Searle Pinney,
Republican, Brookfield, the House minority
leader, recalled the GOP warnings.

Pinney said Republicans had sought to
include in the act a clause to provide rea-
sonable assurance of Federal funds before
State bonds were issued.

“Commissioner Ives is doing just what the
Republicans said should have been done,”
Pinney sald, “but the Democrats refused to
accept our amendment."”

The amendment was offered during de-
bate on the higl.way spending bill

“Under the Ribicoff approach to this thing
the cost of the interstate program will go
up tremendously because Connecticut must
carry the bonds until reimbursed by the
Federal Government,” Pinney said.

“The Federal plan originally called for a
payback in 11 or 12 years. Fallure of Con-
gress to increase the gas tax means that
the payoff period will be extended to 17
or 18 years.

“This means that Connecticut faces the
prospect of paying heavy interest charges
for the additional 6 or 6 years.”

KHRUSHCHEV'S IMPENDING VISIT

Mr. GRUENING. Mr. President, it is
doubtful whether any great harm can
come from the interchange of visits of
Premier Ehrushchev to the United
States and of President Eisenhower to
Russia. Some good may come out of it.
But I feel a great deal of caution and re-
serve is highly desirable on the part of
all of us before we hail this important
step embodied in the exchange of visits
of the two chiefs of state as the ushering
in of a new era of friendliness and peace.
The record of Soviet duplicity and bru-
tality is too long and too current to jus-
tify any assumption that this would pro-
duce any alternation in the obvious
policy of the Kremlin to conguer the
free world.

I have recently finished reading one of
the most important books on this sub-
ject that I think has ever been published.
It is called “Protracted Conflict,” and
was written by a group of political scien-
tists at the University of Pennsylvania.
It is copyrighted by the trustees of the
University of Pennsylvania, and is pub-
lished by Harper & Brothers. It is one
of the most scholarly analyses of the
various methods by which the masters
of the Kremlin hope to achieve their ob-
jectives. I would like to say that I con-
sider it “must” reading for all Members
of Congress, particulariy now on the eve
of Premier Khrushchev’'s visit. It is no
less true today than it was in the days
of our colonial forefathers that eternal
vigilance is the price of liberty, and we
have had plenty of experience to show
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that alternations of apparent kindliness
and gestures of good will from Moscow
merely mask sinister purposes. I do not
wish by that to be understood in any way
as disparaging what is obviously a con-
structive effort on the part of our Presi-
dent to break through the impasse that
has so far resulted in many years of vain
effort in lessening the tension between
us, as representatives of the free world,
and the totalitarian police state directed
from the Kremlin. I hope time may
prove me mistaken, but we had better
keep our powder dry.

Incidentally, it might be well if the in-
vitation to Premier Khrushchev included
the suggestion that he travel one way,
either coming or going, by way of Alaska.
He has recently made a statement that
the United States had shown its belliger-
ent intent by ringing the Soviet Repub-
lics with military bases. We are acutely
aware of the faet that in Alaska we can
stand on the mainland of Alaska, or on
several of our Alaskan islands, and view
the headlands of Siberia with the naked
eye.

The fact is that the numerous military
bases in Siberia are as near to American
soil, as near to Alaska, as any of our bases
either in Alaska or in foreign countries
are to the Russians.

I also think it is pertinent to call at-
tention, at this point, to the public state-
ment of Lt. Gen. Frank A. Armstrong,
the commander in chief of the U.S. forces
in Alaska, that—

It would take only two enemy bombers to
put the Alaska bases out of action, and if
these attacks were followed up by para-
troops, Alaska would be out of action.

And he went further to say:

With Russians in the Fairbanks and An-
chorage areas, President Eisenhower would
have to decide quickly whether to bomb
Alaska to save Chicago or leave the country
open to close range attack.

Additionally, he pointed out that
Alaska needed intermediate range bal-
listic missiles, and that “unless Alaska
gets IRBM's soon, we are going to be in
one hell of a fix.”

The PRESIDENT pro tempore.
time of the Senator from
expired.

Mr. GRUENING. Mr. President, I
ask unanimous consent to continue for
3 additional minutes.

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is
there objection? The Chair hears none,
and the Senator may proceed.

Mr. GRUENING. General Armstrong
pointed out that Alaska does not need
intercontinental ballistic missiles to put
his forces in range of Cairo and
Australia but intermediate missiles “that
will allow us to nullify those 26 Red
bases in Siberia.”

And he added this somewhat alarming
but realistic comment:

The Nation’s thinking 1s Northeast-
oriented but the obvious and practical at«
tack route to the United States is through
Alaska. If Alaska does not get the missiles
it needs soon, Alaska and the west coast
are through; Seattle, Portland, San Fran-
cisco, and down the coast are done.

The
has
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What he says is of the greatest perti-
nence, and I ask unanimous consent
that the article from the Anchorage
Daily Times, quoting General Arm-
strong’s statement at a publie dinner be~
fore the Association of Local Transport
Airlines last Wednesday, July 29, be in-
corporated in the REcorp at this point.

There being no objection, the article
was ordered to be printed in the RECORD,
as follows:

[From the Anchorage Daily Times, July 30,
1959

ALASKA WIDE OPEN TO ATTACK—ARMSTRONG
8a¥s Two PLANES CoULD DEMOLISH BASES

Two enemy bombers could put Alaskan
‘bases out of action and leave Alaska and the
west coast of the United States defenseless,
Lt. Gen. Frank A. Armstrong, Jr., warned last
night.

“It would take only two enemy bombers
to put Alaskan bases out of action, and if
these attacks were followed up by paratroops
Alaska would be out of action,” the com-
mander of military forces in Alaska said as
he spoke informally at a banquet of the
Assoclation of Local Transport Airlines.

The banquet was the final session of
ALTA's quarterly meeting in Anchorage.
The group moved to Fairbanks today to end
its conference.

“With Russians in the Fairbanks and
Anchorage areas, President Eisenhower would
have to decide quickly whether to bomb
Alaska to save Chicago or leave the country
open to close-range attack,” the general
added.

Alaska needs intermediate range ballistic
missiles, he sald. “Unless Alaska gets
IRBM's soon, we are going to be in one hell of
a fix.”

At present the Strategic Air Command can
count on putting out of action only 8 of the
26 bases that threaten Alaska, the general
sald. Alaska has two base areas that could
quickly succumb to atomic attack and leave
Alaska wide open to invasion, he stated.

Armstrong sald Alaska doesn't need inter-
continental ballistic missiles to put his forces
in range of Cairo and Australia but inter-
mediate missiles “that will allow us to nul-
lify those 26 Red bases in Siberia.”

“The Nation's thinking is mnortheast-
oriented but the obvious and practical attack
route to the United States is through Alaska.
If Alaska does not get the missiles it needs
soon, Alaska and the west coast are through;
Seattle, Portland, San Francisco, and down
the coast are done,” Armstrong stated.

The Air Force in Alaska is intended only
to warn the United States of attack. Alr
Force fighters are expected to be able to
knock down only one out of every four invad-
ing enemy aircraft.

“Alaska was built up through a series of
crash programs and the next one will be
when the Russians move up two squadrons of
Badgers (propjet bombers) across the Bering
Straits from Alaska,” the general warned.

Mr. GRUENING. Mr. President, the
numerous bases that we have erected
around the world in Spain, in Morocco,
in Saudi Arabia, in Iceland, in the Far
East, at tremendous cost, are no doubt
in the class of calculated risks. When
the decisions were made to spend astro-
nomical sums to establish them in a
score of countries, it no doubt repre-
sented the best judgment of our military
authorities at the time. But we must
not delude ourselves that many of these
bases are not built—figuratively speak-
ing—on quicksand. We know that their
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tenure is far from secure. We know that
through rampant nationalism, Commu-
nist subversion, and other factors, we
are likely to be asked to withdraw these
bases. Indeed, that has happened even
in the case of friendly countries, and has
required the utmost effort and diplo-
matic finesse, as well as financial com-
pensation, to prevent these decisions
from going into effect. It is not an un-
fair statement to say that in the case
of a number of foreign countries the
United States is, in effect, being black-
mailed to enable us to keep our bases
there. We are paying through the nose.
But when we build bases in Alaska, we
are building them on the solid rock of
American soil, surrounded by a 100-per-
cent militantly patriotic American cit-
izenry. It is utter folly for us not to
make Alaska not only an impregnable
bastion, which, in the view of the com-
manding officer of Alaska it is not, by
any means, but to make it a great base
both for defense and offense for the pro-
tection not merely of the United States,
but of the entire North American Con-
tinent, and indeed of the Western World.
It is as true today, even with the change
in types of weapons, as it was when Billy
Mitchell uttered his great wisdom nearly
a quarter of a centry ago, that: “He
who holds Alaska holds the world.”

I particularly urge our Armed Serv-
ices Committee to investigate the Alaska
military situation from the standpoint
of General Armstrong’s challenging
statement.

PROVIDING FINANCES FOR THE
NATIONAL HIGHWAY PROGRAM

Mr, WILEY. Mr. President, we recog-
nize that the Nation’s roadbuilding pro-
gram is undergoing a real crisis.

Unfortunately, the failure of Con-
gress to act early enough to provide fi-
nancing for the national highway pro-
gram is resulting in serious curtailment
of construction.

As we know, the Ways and Means
Committee has completed its hearings
on the problem of highway financing.
As I understand, the committee is now
putting its conclusions into hill form.

I hope that the committee will not
only take expeditious action in reporting
a bill, but also that both the Senate and
the House will follow through with early
approval of an equitable method for
financing the highway construction pro-
gram.

Daily I am receiving an avalanche of
messages from highway officials, workers,
equipment suppliers, and others, stress-
ing that the cutbacks due to lack of funds
are being felt in local communities.

The Nation, I believe cannot afford to
allow to stagnate such a vital program
essential to providing us with a network
of improved and expanded roadways for
progress.

To illustrate the adverse repercussions
which are now recurring as a result of
lack of funds, I request unanimous con-
sent to have a number of the messages
received from individuals and officials
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in Wisconsin printed at this point in the
RECORD.

There being no objection, the tele-
grams were ordered to be printed in the
REcorp, as follows:

MILwWAUKEE, Wis., August 4, 1959.
Hon. ALEXANDER WILEY,
Senate Office Building,
Washington, D.C.:

The cancellation of highway contracts in
Wisconsin due to lack of Federal funds ls
already having some far-reaching economi-
cal impact. To be specific our company has
canceled a guantity of machines on order
at the factories we represent and we have
curtailed plans to expand our operation in
the Green Bay area. This was a committed
program and we along with the entire con-
tracting industry based our plans upon it.
The results of inadequacy funds could be
financially disastrous to many in our in-
dustry.

MILWAUKEE, WIS., August 4, 1959.
Senator ALEXANDER WILEY,
Washington, D.C.:

Urge your immediate support of legisla-
tion to assure continuation of Federal high-
way program. Our 4,000 Wisconsin sub=-
scribers, who employ many more thousands
of people in the construction industry, are
very interested In your stand on this. Please
wire your attitude on this vitally important
legislation.

WESTERN BUILDER.

MILWAUKEE, WIs., August 4, 1959.
Senator ALEXANDER WILEY,
Washington, D.C.:

Fallure of Congress to enact legislation to
adequately finance the Federal highway pro-
gram will immediately result in a general
layoff of highway construction workers and
seriously affect the economic condition in
all flelds of highway work in Wisconsin in-
cluding materials and equipment suppliers.
Our highway industry is now geared to do
the job as scheduled. Curtailment of the
work will disrupt carefully bullt-up person-
nel and plant capacity over the past several
years to plan and build this Pederal high-
way system. As of this date our construc-
tion company is faced with laying off 80
percent of its payroll.

—

MiLwAUKEE, Wis.,, August 4, 1959,
Senator ALexANDER WILEY,
Senate Office Building,
Washington, D.C.;

The daily press 1s carrying stories about
the financial crisis in Federal ald appro-
priations for highway work. Milwaukee
County is and has been for some time en-
gaged in the constructions of an express-
way system which will also be a part of the
Interstate System.

Completion of the system on the local
level is in large part a responsibility of the
county board and its highway committee.
If Federal funds are to be stopped as is indi-
cated In the press it will create a crisis
locally leaving many projects uncompleted
with bridges standing isolated, streets par-
tially paved, projects upon which grading
has been performed and no paving placed
and moving the entire schedule of express-
way construction back by many months., As
you no doubt realize the local reaction will
not be good. Milwaukee County is not de-
pending on Federal funds alone. The county
as already provided $28 million for this proj-
ect since 1956. Realizing that matters of
Federal finance are subjects to be consid-
ered and determined by the Congress it is
not our purpose to tell your honorable body
or its individual Members how such problems
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should be solved but we do wish to point out
the seriousness of the situation that will
develop if Federal funds for highway con-
struction are at this time drastically re-
duced and we trust that the Congress and
the administration will be able to arrive at
some measure of financing which will per-
mit the Federal ald road program to get
back on schedule.
Respectfully submitted.
RicHARD J, WHITE,
LEON SZYMANSKI,
Frank G. GREGORY,
Winriam F. O'DONNELL,
Milwaukee County Highway Committee,

MILWAUKEE, Wi1s., August 4, 1959,
Hon. ALEXANDER WILEY,
Senate Office Building,
Washington, D.C.:

Eleven million dollars in highway contracts
awarded at the last State highway letting
have been held up due to lack of Federal
funds. The next letting scheduled for
August 18 has also been canceled. The im-
pact on the contracting industry and all
those allied to it will be staggering. This
industry geared itself to a committed pro-
gram and many contractors purchased
equipment on time payments based upon a
projected volume of work. It is impera-
tive that the Federal Government stand
back of their committed program and find
some solution to make funds available.
The savings realized in reduced loss of life
and property damage alone justifies continu-
ation of this program and, if for no other
reason, its significance should outweigh
partisan politics.

Mapisow, Wis., August 5, 1959.
Senator ALEXANDER WILEY,
Senate Office Building,
Washington, D.C.:

The safety and welfare of all highway
users is seriously affected by lack of con-
gressional action on Federal aid highway bill.
I earnestly solicit your support of the high-
way program and your opposition to any
eéfforts to delay completion of the Interstate
System.

——————

THE VICE PRESIDENT'S SUCCESS-
FUL COMMUNIST-OREIT TRIP

Mr., WILEY. Mr. President, today
Vice President Nixon returns from one
of the most successful trips in recent
times by an envoy of the free world to
ease East-West tensions. During the 10-
day tour, the Vice President was almost
continuously “under fire.” In practical-
1y all circumstances, however, he gave a
good account of himself.

As the Vice President arrives home, he
deserves, I believe, the plaudits, con-
gratulations, and gratitude of the coun-
try and the free world for a very diffi-
cult job well done.

During the trip, first, he handled him-
self admirably well in the rough-and-
tumble debate with Khrushchev; second,
he gave constructive refutations to re-
peated Soviet criticism of U.S. foreign
policy; third, he succeeded in making a
great many person-to-person contacts
with the Russian people confirming,
among other things, that a deep-seated
friendship for America still exists in the
Soviet Union, despite years of anti-
American propaganda; fourth, he clearly
laid it on the line to the Kremlin lead-
ers—being firm but not belligerent—that
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we are dedicated to finding a peaceful
settlement for East-West differences but,
at the same time, we will not be pushed
around.

Around the globe, nations are breath-
ing a sigh of relief at the successful,
peaceful, and perhaps promising con-
clusion of what could have been a
dangerous and explosive encounter by
the Vice President, not only with
Khrushchev, but also with Soviet-planted
hecklers on his tour.

The best evaluation of the merits of
the Nixon-to-the-Communist-orbit trip
probably has been the decision of the
President—based on results of the Vice
President’s trip—to agree to an exchange
visit with Premier Khrushchev.

We cannot expect, of course, that the
Vice President’s trip, or even the heads-
of-state interchange, will automatically
and miraculously resolve all East-West
problems. We recognize, however, that
it is better, safer, and more civilized to
be exchanging words than nuclear-war-
headed missiles. The ultimate objective,
of course, is real, concrete progress to-
ward peace.

As a forerunner of the Eisenhower-
Khrushchev visits, the trip of Vice Presi-
dent Nixon may well have opened a new
era of direct exchanges between the
West and Communist countries.

As we proceed into this new venture, let
us remain alert and “keep our powder
dry.”

To be mesmerized into a sleep because
of a desire for peace might prove a very
serious mistake. We are dealing with
a dangerous force—communism—active
on every continent.

On the other hand, we are hoping that
the Communists will get a new viewpoint,
assume a new sense of responsibility, and
demonstrate, in deeds, a willingness to
take concrete action to lessen world ten-
sions.

RESULTS OF PRESIDENTIAL POLL IN
WISCONSIN

Mr. PROXMIRE. Mr. President, Wis-
consin has often been a critical State in
presidential preference primaries. I
think the foremost recent one occurred
in 1944 when Wendell Willkie, who was
the Republican nominee for the Presi-
dency, ran in the primary in Wisconsin
and was defeated. That defeat ended
the career of Wendell Willkie.

It is very possible that similarly criti-
cal primaries may be held in Wisconsin
next year. I have just concluded a ques-
tionnaire poll of Wisconsin among both
parties. I received a very heartening
number of replies to my questionnaire,
and I am going to ask that the results
of that questionnaire be included in the
RECORD.

Before I do so, however, I desire to
make clear that the results of this poll
in no way change my determination to
remain completely neutral in any con-
test which might develop in Wisconsin
between Senator KEnNEDY and Senator
HumeHREY. Both are fine U.S. Senators,
excellent prospective candidates, and
are well qualified for the Presidency. I
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wis]k: them both good hunting and good
Iuck.

I ask unanimous consent that a press
release in connection with this poll and
a copy of the tabulation of the results
of the poll be printed in the Recorp at
this point.

There being no objection, the press
release and results of questionnaire poll
were ordered to be printed in the REc-
ORD, as follows:

Senator WiLniAM ProxmIRE announced
Wednesday that the results of a poll he had
just completed throughout Wisconsin
showed Vice President Nixow winning over-
whelming Republican support and Senator
KenNeEpYy showing decisive Democratic
strength.

ProxMIRE said, “We malled our question-
naire to 10,000 Wisconsin citizens, selected
geographically to represent every one of the
71 Wisconsin counties in precise proportion
to population. We also picked a sample of
urban and rural respondents to reflect the
exact wurban-rural population division in
Wisconsin.”

The Republican responses favored NIXON
by more than 4 to 1 (82.1 percent) over
Rockefeller. Nmow carried every one of
Wisconsin's 10 congressional districts. In
each of them his margin was better than 2
to 1. He received 84.4 percent of the rural
vote and 81.5 percent of the urban votes. All
responses counted were received before the
Nixow trip to Russia.

Respondents voting for one of five lead-
ing Democrats gave KENNEDY 42.5 percent,
Stevenson 29.5 percent, HUmPHREY 17.3 per-
cent, SYMiNGTON 6.5 percent, and JoHNSON
4.2 percent, EKENNEDY led in each of Wis-
consin's first eight congressional districts.
HuMPHREY led by better than a 2 to 1 margin
over his nearest competitor in the 9th and
10th. Stevenson was second to EKENNEDY
in each of the first seven Wisconsin Districts
and second to HuMPHREY in the 10th.

KenNEDY and HUMPHREY both received 32
percent of the rural vote cast for Democrats.

ProxMire qualified the results of the poll
in this way: “While I think the result of
this poll is an accurate overall indication
of relative strength today, it is likely that
if a primary contest should develop both
Rockefeller and HUMPHREY would do better
next April 6. Nixon has the advantage of
being far better known to Wisconsin voters
than Rockefeller, an advantage that would
at least partly fade in the event of a vigor-
ous campaign between the two.

“The KENNEDY advantage over HUMPHREY
outside of the 9th and 10th (northwestern)
Wisconsin Districts might also be challenged
by a vigorous campaign that widely pro-
moted the HUMPHREY name. An interesting
result of the poll, however, is the very de-
cisive advantage KENNEDY enjoys over Hom-
PHREY in each of the districts in which Ken-
NEpY leads. The KENNEDY margin varles
from nearly 2 to 1 in the Third (southwest-
ern) to more than 5 to 1 in the Fourth and
Fifth (Milwaukee). Similarly, HUMPHREY
leads EENNEDY by better than 2 to 1 in both
the 8th and 10th Districts (Northwestern).

“This suggests that even though a cam-
paign might change the proportionate ad-
vantage of one or the other Democratic con-
tender, as conditions now stand it will take
& very vigorous HuUMPHREY campaign to pre-
vent a KENNEDY victory by a 24 to 4 margin,
assuming Wisconsin receives the same num-
ber of delegates in 1960 as in previous years,
and they are distributed as before—2 fto
each of the 10 districts and 8 at large.

“The results of this pell in no way change
my determination to remain completely
neutral in any contest that might develop
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in Wisconsin between EennNepy and Hum-
PHREY. Both are fine U.S. Senators, excel-
lent prospective candidates, and are well
qualified for the Presidency. I wish them
both good hunting and good luck.”

Results of the Wisconsin poll are attached.

QUESTIONNAIRE RESULTS (QUEsTION No. 3)

Whom do you favor for President in 1960
(Hubert Humphrey; Lyndon Johnson; John
Eennedy; Richard Nixon; Nelson Rockefeller;
Adlal Stevenson; Stuart Symington)?

I. Percent of total party vote:
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Percent Percent

of vote of vote

Candidate cast for Candidate cast for
top 3 top 2

Demo- Repub-

crats ! licans

4th and 5th Districts (Milwaukee County; biggest city,

Milwaukee)
Kennedy...---_ 64,2 || Nixon. .. .eeea- .5
Stevenson...... 35.8 || Roukefeller..... 20,5
Humphrey...-- 10.0

6th District (eastern Wisconsin; biggest cities, Oskosh
Percent Percent SnE snaboIR
Candidate |of Demo- Candidate of Repub-
cratic lican Kennedy..._.__ 46.0 || Nixon.__...o... 83.3
vote vote Stevenson...... 38.1 || Rockefeller..... 16,7
Humphrey..... 15.9
Kennedy. . ... 42.5 || Nixon. ... 82.1
S 20.5 || Bockefeller—.] 179 74, District (central Wisconsin; bigeest city, Wausan)
& Total.... 100.0
2 Kennedy.......|  47.8 || Nixon..__._.... 80,0
Stevenson.._... 28.3 || Rockefeller..... 20.0
Humphrey..... 23.9
II. Percent of party vote by urban and sth District (northeast Wisconsin; biggest city, Green
rural breakdown, Democratic: Bay)
Kennedy..___._| 69.1 || Nixon_._.._.... 82.4
Daiaiiath LG B gt R T e 0.3 || Roowoieiier-: 17.6
Democratie| Democratic  Stevenson...... 14.7
vote vote
oth District (northwest Wisconsin; biggest city, Eau
Kenmedy o it 46.7 32.0 Claire)
e el
Symington 6.5 6.5 Humphrey.____ 57.7 || NIxon.oeoeenen 72.7
Job 3.9 51 Kemnedy_ __._.. 23.1 || Rockefeller..._. 27.3
Stev = 19.2
R v a s eririnm 100.0 100. 0

III, Percent of party vote by urban and
rural breakdown, Republican:

10th Distriet (northern Wisconsin; biggest eity, Superior)

Humphrey..... 54.0 || Nixon.....-eene 91.3
VENSon . ... 25.4 || Rockefeller..... 8.7
Percent of | Percent of Kennedy........ 20.8
Candidate B urban 5 ru{’el\}
£pu ePLLICAR 1 In computing percentage only the votes cast for the
vote Vo8 3 Democrats reccwing the largest proportion of the vote
were i

Nixon 81.5 84. 4

Rockefeller- ... ol ... ... 18:56 15. 6
PRI . el 00 o SENATORS MURRAY AND MANS-

IV. Percent of party vote received, by con-
gressional district:

Percent Percent

of vote of vote

Candidate cast for Candidate cast for
top 3 top 2

Demo- Repub-
crats? licans

1st District (southeast Wisconsin; biggest city, Racine)

Kennedy.-...... 44.1 || Nixon......... 83.3
Stevenson. .. .| 30.7 || Rockefeller..... 16.7
Humphrey.._._ 16,2

2& Dis.t.'rict' (south central Wisconsin; biggest city,
Madison)

51.0 || Nixon..._.oco.. 78.6
38.5 Rocke{eller__-.- 21.4
Humphrey. ... 10. 4
3d District (southwest Wisconsin; biggest city,
La Crosse)
Kennedy...__..| 43.8 || Nixon.....-....] 93.1
Stevenson. ..... 33.3 || Rockefeller._.._| 6.9
Humphrey. ... 2.9

FIELD AND A PROGRAM FOR CON-
SERVATION

Mr. CHURCH. Mr. President, on
March 24, when there was transmitted to
the Congress a long overdue program for
the national forests, it was welcomed
here in the Senate because of the great
interest we have shown in developing
our national forests. The Senator from
Montana [Mr. MansrieLp] with his cus-
tomary wisdom, had this report referred
to both the Senate Agriculture and For-
estry Committee and the Senate Com-
mittee on Interior and Insular Affairs.

I have noticed a large number of edi-
torials and stories giving recognition to
the role that we in the Senate have
played in bringing about this develop-
ment. In particular, I am pleased that
the press has noticed the hard work and
constant effort on the part of the Sena-
tors from Montana [Mr. MURrRAY and Mr.
MAaNsFIELD] in seeking to promote the
wise use of our forest and range re-
sources. They are men of vision, action,
and leadership.

In a 1956 report the senior Senator
from Montana [Mr. Murray] asked all
of the agencies to submit adequate long-
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range programs to the Congress on nat-
ural resource programs. This report
pointed out that the Congress had found
it necessary to increase appropriations
substantially over the amounts in the ex-
ecutive budget. The report also pointed
out that inadequate consideration was
given to the business-type nature and
the revenue-producing potential of the
operations of our natural resource agen-
cies. Again in 1958 the senior Senator
from Montana [Mr. MurraY] reiterated
the need for full development of public
resources in a report bearing that title.
With his customary vigor he followed
this with a special study prepared for
the Montana delegation by the Forest
Service on one facet of the problem, de-
veloping the forest resources of Mon-
tana. During the fall of 1958 as chair-
man of the committee, he directed a re-
view of special timber-sale problems in
the western regions of the Forest Serv-
ice. The Senator from Montana [Mr.
Murray] has asked Secretary Seaton to
submit a long-range program for the
Bureau of Land Management and the
Fish and Wildlife Service.

Thus, I think it is both clear and
proper to state that not only the senior
Senator from Montana, but all of the
members of the Interior and Insular
Affairs Committee, regardless of party,
have shown a constant and sincere in-
terest in defining the goals that we
should have before us in resource man-
agement,

The junior Senator from Montana
[Mr. MansrFIELD] has sponsored Senate
Joint Resolution 95 to accelerate the re-
forestation programs on public and pri-
vate lands. He has helped greatly to
achieve needed funds for forest roads
and highways and for conservation pro-
grams. He is leading efforts to provide
vitally needed funds.

As good as it is to have this long-range
program, such as Secretary Benson sub-
mitted, it must be considered within the
framework of the facts as they exist in
the record. Programs are only state-
ments of desire and what counts is what
has been done and what will be done to
fulfill these desires. We could be much
further along on the road to meeting
these goals if during the last 6 years
Secretary Benson and his associates had
earlier obtained a realistic picture of the
need for national forest development.
His report says that an adequate system
of roads and trails is essential to proper
management of forest lands. But in the
83d, 84th, and 85th Congresses he has
opposed legislation which would increase
the authorization level for forest roads
and trails. Thus today we only have 19
percent of the roads needed to meet
long-term obligations. The administra-
tion’'s budget for this year called for sup-
plying only $24 million of the current
$30 million road authorization.

Let us consider Operation Outdoors,
the $85 million program to develop recre-
ational facilities on the national forests.
This year, according to the plan the
Secretary announced, $19,500,000 should
be requested to meet the mounting de-
mand for recreation out in our forests,
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His budget request is for only $8,500,000.
Last year when he should have sought
$15,500,000, the Secretary asked for only
$8 million. Fortunately, last year with
bipartisan unanimity, the Congress
made $10 million available for this im-
portant program. In his report, the
Secretary states that almost 6,000 dwell=-
ings and related service buildings are
needed to properly serve the national
forests. He says that to facilitate re-
source management these needs must be
met “at an increased rate in the short-
term period.” This year’s budget for
this program has been cut back in the
budget by $2,375,000. During the last
6 years there has been available for
range revegetation and reforestation the

authorization in the Anderson-Mansfield

Act. In order to restore desirable vege-
tation and control poisonous plants on
4,400,000 acres and to seed and plant
trees on 3,300,000 acres, which is called
for in this report, all the Secretary had
to do was to request the funds author-
ized by this act and we could be well on
the way toward a solution.

The story is the same in each and
every conservation program. The ad-
ministration’s response to leadership is
too often a brochure followed by an
inadequate budget. The Senators from
Montana [Mr. Murray and Mr. Mans-
rierp] have not been deterred—they
have fought for a proper conservation
budget. The scales they use balance the
needs of our growing population against
the condition of our natural resources.

On Monday the Senate passed by a
vote of 70 to 0 a supplementary appropri-
ation bill which includes $27 million to
get the “Program for the National For-
ests” underway. It was pointed out
when this bill was before us that the
actual increase over 1959 funds was $12,-
500,000. The Murray-Mansfield team
deserves real credit for the constructive
way they worked with two other great
conservation Senators—the Senator
from Arizona [Mr. HavypeEn] and the
Senator from Mississippi [Mr, STENNIS]
to bring this about. Their statements
when the bill was before the Senate
demonstrate more completely than I can
how they reinforce each other while
complimenting others for the work that
has been done.

The contributions the senior Senator
from Montana [Mr. MURRAY] has made
toward promoting conservation are
legion. The junior Senator from Mon-
tana [Mr. MawnsrIELD] has constantly
stood shoulder to shoulder with him in
this conservation battle.

I am pleased to see the Great Falls,
Mont., Tribune of July 26 call attention
to their constructive efforts. I ask unan-
imous consent that this editorial be
printed in the RECORD.

There being no objection, the editorial
was ordered to be printed in the REcorb,
as follows:

WESTERN SENATORS PUSH SPEEDUP OF NA=
TIONAL FOREST DEVELOPMENT

Montana interests in many flelds are
directly involved in the move of western
Senators to push for an immediate appro-
priation to start in the current fiscal year &

CONGRESSIONAL RECORD — SENATE

national forests conservation development
program Which the Agricultural Department
has recommended for 1960. Senators MANS=-
rrerp and MURRAY, both active advocates of
the earlier start, report that 22 western
senators have agreed to support the speedup
ides.

Whether or not this effort succeeds, the
projected program seems pretty certain of
passage in 1960. It includes a speedup in
construction of access roads to timber and
tree planting and involves most every phase
of developing and conservation. It would
cost the Federal Government an estimated
$3,400 million over a 12-year period. This
however, would be a profitmaking investment
by the Government. Forest Service officials
say the cost would be more than offset by
revenues from timber cut alone on the Fed-
eral forests.

The impact this program will have in Mon-
tana will depend in no small part on the
manner in which we prepare to take advan-
tage of it.

As Ross A. Willlams, dean of forestry
school, MSU, pointed out in a Tribune guest
editorial a few weeks ago, we in Montana
have scarcely touched the greatest potential
that lles within our timber industry.

Our present end product still is mainly
lumber—plain boards, dimension stock and
timbers. Dean Williams cited some Montana
examples, however, which illustrate the real
development potential. Several years ago
one medium-sized mill decided to produce
instead of plain lumber some of the essential
parts used in many of our modern homes,
It tripled its man-hour requirements per
thousand feet of lumber handled, and the
income from its product in similar manner.

There is a varied field for processing de-
velopment in Montana and a need for a lot
more forest research. Some of the needed
research will be supplied by the Federal Gov-
ernment and some by private industry. The
State's only forest experiment station is at
the university forestry school at Missoula,

Its budget is too small for the job it could
and should do.

SUPPLEMENTAL APPROPRIATION
BILL, 1960—ADDITIONAL CON-
FEREE

Mr. HAYDEN. Mr. President, I ask
unanimous consent that the Senator
from New Mexico [Mr. ANpDERSON] be in-
cluded among the number of conferees
heretofore designated to represent the
Senate on the bill (H.R. 7978) making
supplemental appropriations for the fis-
cal year ending June 30, 1960, and for
other purposes.

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr.
ProxMIRE in the chair). Without ob-
jection, it is so ordered.

THE NEED FOR LABOR REFORM
LEGISLATION

Mr. GOLDWATER. Mr. President, I
learned a short while ago with a great
deal of interest that the President in-
tends to go on television tomorrow night
to discuss with the people of the coun-
try the need for good labor reform legis-
lation. I feel this is a very timely appeal
on the part of the President.

After 2145 years of service on the Mec-
Clellan committee, which has been in-
vestigating the irregularities in regard to
labor and management dealings, I have
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come to the full conclusion that the pro-
posed legislation now being considered,
which has come from the Committee on
Education and Labor in the House of
Representatives, is totally inadequate.
It is a much weaker bill than that which
was passed by the Senate, and the Sen-
ate bill was weak enough.

Mr. President, every day I live I be-
come more proud of the one dissenting
vote which I cast, when the Senate
passed a bill which completely ignored 2
years of hearings before the McClellan
committee.

For instance, there was nothing in the
bill to prevent a continuation of the sec-
ondary boycott, which, by the way, was
prohibited by the Taft-Hartley Act.
That was overruled by the National La-
bor Relations Board, and the decision
was sustained by the Supreme Court,
which has negated the clause in the Taft-
Hartley law. Secondary boycotts are
now allowed.

There is no effective stopping of black-
mail picketing in the bill which was
passed by the Senate, nor is there in the
bill now before the House of Repre-
sentatives.

While the House of Representatives
does seek to go a step further than we
dared to go in taking care of the no-
man's land or the States rights cases, the
bill still will not effectively meet the
challenge.

Mr. President, those are only three of
the areas in which the McClellan com-
mittee has disclosed the power which has
been used by men like Jimmy Hoffa to
force their will upon the country.

Mr. President, another thing the Sen-
ate deleted, which the House has to
some measure attempted to resurrect, is
the bill of rights. We destroyed the Mec-
Clellan bill of rights. If Senators do not
think this is important, I ask them to
recall to their memories what happened
in Los Angeles a short time ago, when
three members of the International As-
sociation of Machinists were discharged
from their union because they dared
speak for the right-to-work resolution in
California. The president of that inter-
national union, in sustaining the dis-
charge, recognized the right of these men
under the Constitution to freedom of
speech, but he said that when it came to
discussing union matters they could not
be discussed if it were against union
policy.

Mr. President, we had an effective
declaration with regard to freedom of
speech in the MecClellan bill of rights
but unfortunately it was destroyed by the
the U.S. Senate. I hope the House will
be able to remedy that situation.

Mr. President, all the proposed legis-
lation we are discussing does not get at
the real trouble. We have been discuss-
ing the symptoms and not the disease.

The other day, when I was talking on
this subject before the National Press
Club in Washington, D.C., I outlined
some of the powers to which I refer,
and I ask unanimous consent that these
be printed in the Recorp at this point
in my remarks.
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There being no objection, the list was
ordered to be printed in the REecorp, as
follows:

1. Immunity under the antitrust laws.

2. Practically full immunity to injunc=
tions in the Federal courts.

3. Immunity from taxation.

4. Power to compel employees to join
unions as a condition of employment.

5. Right to represent all the employees as
exclusive bargaining agent even if only a
‘bare majority has selected the union as such
agent.

6. Power to compel employers to bargain
collectively.

7. Although not required to be incorpo-
rated, their members are free from the lia-
bility for the debts of the union, unlike the
members of other unincorporated associa-
tions.

8. Unions are not liable for the acts of
their individual members in contrast to
other types of unincorporated associations,

9. Employers are prohibited from dis-
criminating in hire and tenure of employ-
ment against employees because of their
union membership of their union activities,
including participation in picketing and
strikes, Employers, however, are forbidden
to engage in lockouts excepts in two unim-
portant types of situation.

10. Unions have the right, during collee~
tive bargaining, to compel the employer in
some circumstances, to disclose his financial
books and records, but there is no corre=
sponding obligation on unions.

11, Unions, in some situations, have a legal
right of access to the employer's property,
the right to compel him to make his prop-
erty available for use by the union, and the
right to invade the privacy of employees who
are not union members and sometimes even
against their wishes,

Mr. GOLDWATER. Mryr. President, I
wish to invite the attention of my col-
leagues to a few of these items.

. The union movement today has im-
munity under the antitrust laws; prac-
tically full immunity to injunctions in the
Federal courts; immunity from taxation;
the power to compel employees to join
unions as a condition of employment;
and the power to compel employers to
bargain collectively. Unions are not
liable for the acts of their individual
members, in contrast to other types of
unincorporated associations.

-Mr. President, until this Congress or
some other Congress gets at the disease
and forgets about flirting around with
the symptoms, we will be only fooling
the American public. I think it is high
time that the President of the United
States went before the people to tell them
what is needed in a labor bill.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The
time of the Senator from Arizona has ex-
pired.

Mr. GOLDWATER. Mr. President, I
ask unanimous consent that I may pro-
ceed for an additional 3 minutes.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there
objection to the request of the Senator
from Arizona? The Chair hears none,
and it is so ordered.

Mr. CHURCH. Mr. President, will the
Senator yield?

Mr. GOLDWATER.
Senator in a moment.

Mr. President, what is needed in a
labor reform bill? Iknow every time the
junior Senator from Arizona stands up

I will yield to the
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to talk on the matter he is treated as
radioactive in the field of unions.

I have no interest in destroying unions.
I think I have a deeper interest in the
labor movement, probably, than most
Members of this body, because I have
been an employee and an employer all of
my life, and I think I know the proh-
lems.

Mr. President, I wish to tell Senators
that the union movement of this coun=-
try has no more right to power above
and beyond the Federal Government
than had the corporate movement at the
turn of the century. We must by leg-
islation level out these powers. That is
all the people ask. That is all I ask.
That is all the union members and the
workers everywhere ask. We all ask
that the powers be equalized, so that
what is good for one person is good for
the other person.

The labor bill as it is now before the
House of Representatives is traveling
under a false name. It is not a labor
reform bill. If its sponsors want to
call it a labor reporting bill, I can go
along with that title, because, Mr. Presi-
dent, its labor reporting provisions are
better than those of the Taft-Hartley
law. In that respect, it is a better bill.
It is not a labor reform bill, however.
There is nothing in the bill as it is now
bhefore the House of Representatives
which in any way would prevent James
Hoffa from doing what he does with the
economy of the country. There is noth-
ing in the bill to prevent Walter Reuther
from doing what he does with politics in

this country. There is nothing to re-
strain the use of power.
Mr. President, the people of the

United States are awakening to the
problem, thanks to the effort of Mr.
Robert Kennedy, the chief counsel, who
has appeared on two television shows.
My colleagues know the need for effec-
tive legislation. Editorials which I re-
ceive from day to day reflect this
awakéning.

Mr. President, so that my colleagues
may know what the press of the country
think of these labor bills, I ask unani-
mous consent that several editorials on
the subject be printed in the Recorp at
this point in my remarks.

There being no objection, the edi-
torials were ordered to be printed in the
RECcorD, as follows:

[From the Clay (W. Va.) Merchant, July 1,
1959]

PROGRESS REPORT ON LABOR LEGISLATION
(By Ralph Robey)

To speak of progress on labor legislation
may appear as unwarranted. Actually it is
nothing of the kind. A bill has been passed
by the Senate and the subject is now being
considered by the House Labor Committee.
There will be some bill reported out of the
House committee, and it then will be dis-
cussed, probably at considerable length, on
the floor,

The Senate measure, the so-called Een-
nedy bill, was passed with only one oppo-
sition vote. That was by Senator GoLb-
WATER, RHepublican, of Arlzona. During the
Senate debate, McCLELLAN, Democrat, of Ar-
kansas, the chairman of the committee in-
vestigating labor and management, offered
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several amendments to strengthen the bill..
One, which came to be known as the bill
of rights, was adopted but later was mate-
rially watered down. The bill as it came out
of the Senate, therefore, was weak and far
from what 1s needed.

The AFL-CIO has come out against the
bill, claiming it is antiunion. Whether this
is an independent judgment or is the result
of needling by the Teamster chief, James
Hoffa, is not known, At least Hoffa made the
charge that Meany, president of the AFL-—
CIO, was not protecting labor.

The U.S. Chamber of Commerce has stated
publicly that it would prefer to have no labor
legislation rather than the Kennedy bill.
This view is based upon the chamber's belief
that the bill is so lacking in force that it
could accomplish nothing significant in
meeting the labor problem.

The NAM also is of the opinion that the
Kennedy bill is inadequate, but it has not
indicated that it would prefer nothing.
Rather, the NAM has continued to empha-
size that the bill needs to be strengthened,
and apparently belleves that this is legisla-
tively possible.

No one yet knows, of course, what will be
reported out of the House committee. But
no one believes that a really strong bill can
come out. This is because the House com-
mittee is strongly prolabor. The chairman,
GrAHAM BarDEN, Democrat, of North Caro-
lina, is a conservative, and knows what
should be done, but there is relatively little
that he can accomplish with the member-
ship of his committee. It is generally as-
sumed, therefore, that the bill which comes
out will be about in line with the Kennedy
bill, and perhaps even little less adequate.

What, specifically, is lacking in the Ken=
nedy bill?

First, it does not deal with sufficient clar-
ity with secondary boycotts and coercive
picketing. The present Taft-Hartley Act
prohibits secondary boycotts, but the pro-
hibition has become meaningless largely as
a result of decisions by the National Labor
Relations Board. Much the same Is true
with coercive picketing.

Second, the bill does not touch the prob-
lem of compulsory union membership, which
is a principal source of the monopoly power
of labor union leaders and their monopolistic
practices. This is a difficult problem, but it
must be solved if we are to eliminate the
double standard now prevailing as between
labor and managament.

Third, no real answer is given to what is
known as no man’s land, the area where the
National Labor Relations Board refuses to
handle a dispute, and where the States,
because of decisions of the Supreme Court,
are not permitted to take action.

The original Kennedy bill met this issue
by providing that the NLRB must handle all
cases, but this was drastically weakened by
amendments and the resulting provision
will do nothing to solve this most important
problem.

Finally, no mention is even made of the
use of union funds for political purposes and
political activities. Again, there already is a
statute on the books prohibiting such use
of funds by unions and by business organ-
izatons, but the unions pay little or no
attention to the prohibitions.

This does not mean that there's nothing
good in the Kennedy bill. All it signifies is
that a bill, as stated earlier, is inadequate
to meet the labor problem.

How much can be done on the floor of the
House to convert the measure which is re-
ported out of the committee into a real labor
bill is an open question. Little can be hoped
for unless the public lets its Congressmen
know that this is the year when we must
have real labor reform. If we do not get
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such legislation this year, it will be a long,
long time before we have another oppor-
tunity.
[From the Springfleld (Mass.) Free Press,
July 4, 1959]
CoURAGE NEEDED

The St. Louis (Mo.) Post-Dispatch is a
famous newspaper which always has been
friendly to the cause of organized labor. So
something it recently said about pending
Federal labor legislation is of marked signifi-
cance.

“The public interest,” observes the Post-
Dispatch, “does not demand a union-bust-
ing bill, but it does demand a measure which
effectively guarantees union democracy,
makes union leaders more directly answer-
able to the rank and file, and corrects the
abuses so Impressively brought out by the
MoeClellan investigation.”

It then deals with certain loopholes and
defects in the labor bill which passed the
Senate. The bill’s language is loose, for one
thing, and leaves wide open room for eva-
slons. The provision dealing with “black-
mall” picketing is weak—much weaker, for
instance, than that advocated by Secretary
of Labor Mitchell. And the means the law
provides for enforcing the bill of rights that
it is supposed to guarantee the rank and
file of union members leaves a great deal to
be desired. Workers who felt their rights
were infringed would have to file suit in
the courts in an effort to obtain redress—an
expensive and time-consuming stratagem
that is obviously beyond the resources of
most union people.

The Post-Dispatch concludes: “There are,
no doubt, other respects in which the Senate
bill could be improved without converting
it into a wunlon-busting measure. The
secondary -boycott, picketing and bill-of-
rights enforcement clauses seem to us the
most important. We hope the House will
tackle them courageously despite political
pressure from the unions.”

This is a moderate view—and, to repeat,
it comes from a long-time friend of labor.
The country both needs and deserves a bet-
ter, stronger bill than that passed by the
Senate.

[From the Chicago American, July 19, 1959]

WHO Is MAKING LABOR LAWS?—SHOWDOWN IN
CONGRESS

Having completed 212 years of hearings
with a final requestioning of James R. Hoffa,
the Senate Rackets Committee chairman,
Senator JouN McCLELLAN, Democrat, of Ar-
kansas, expressed these unavoldable con-
clusions:

“No reform, cleanup, or Improvement of
these conditions (horrifying corruption in
the Teamsters Union) can be expected while
the international union remains under the
leadership and dominant influence of its pro-
visional president, James R. Hoffa.

“Notwithstanding Mr. Hoffa’s promises and
assurances to the committee, he has failed
‘and still refuses to get rid of high officials
in the union.

“These known criminals and disreputable
characters have in many instances betrayed
the trust of the membership which it was
their duty to protect and faithfully repre-
sent. They have engaged in racketeering
practices and committed extortion.”

Ordering Hoffa to put an end to the crimi-
nality has been useless because, as Senator
McCreLLAN pointed out, Hoffa himself is
the fountainhead of this corruption.

Hoffa's persistence in lawbreaking, said
McCLELLAN, “challenges the integrity and the
very supremacy of our Government,” which
is a Senator’s way of saying that Hoffa is
making his own law as he goes along, and the

CONGRESSIONAL RECORD — SENATE

U.S. Government has been letting him get
away with it.

S0 now that we know so definitely where
Hoffa stands, where does the U.S. Govern=
ment stand?

The branch of the U.S. Government most
immediately concerned is the Congress, and
it stands shifting its feet in timid indecision,

The Senate has passed the Kennedy-Ervin
bill, which would not get Hoffa out of the
Teamsters or inconvenience him in any im-
portant way, and the House Labor Committee
has been struggling to put together a bill of
its own.

A sizable segment of the committee has
been interested chiefly in devising a measure
that would look satisfyingly tough to the
general public without actually regulating
labor practices.,

Oddly enough, it is not Hoffa this group
is afraid of primarily, it is the hosses of the
AFL-CIO.

They were so disgusted with the corrup-
tion in the Teamsters Union under Dave
Beck that they booted the union out of
their organization, but they’re still pretend-
ing to themselves, notwithstanding the rack-
ets Committee’s conclusive evidence to the
contrary, that labor can do its own cleaning
up.

They don't want a real labor reform bill,
and Congressmen who tremble at the sound
of their volces are trying to duck out of
passing one.

Another segment of the House Labor Com-
mittee has been trying to make the measure
strong enough to protect the union members
against having their dues appropriated and
their rights ignored and also to protect the
public against such cynical invasions of its
rights as racket picketing,

The committee agreed on a measure Fri-
day and will send it to the House floor next
Wednesday.

The evidence produced by the Rackets Com-
mittee’s hearings in the last 214 years has
proved beyond argument that the labor
movement has been infiltrated by gangsters,
thieves, and blackmallers.

It has shown that labor leaders are armed
by present law with the arbitrary power to
destroy businesses that refuse to obey their
orders and to prevent individual Americans
from making a living.

The committee’'s hearings have shown that
present laws make it possible for Hoffa and
his ecriminals to flourish. They leave the
way open for Hoffa and Harry Bridges, the
pro-Communist boss of the Nation's long-
shoremen, to unite and shut down all the
Nation's industries by halting transporta-
tion.

Unfortunately, the bill drawn up by the
House committee seems to be even feebler
than the Kennedy-Ervin bill passed by the
Senate, House Members who feel it is their
duty to represent the public, and not the
labor bosses, must make a determined fight
on the House floor to amend some real
power into the bill,

If the country gets an effective labor re-
form law, the cost to the taxpayers of the
McClellan committee hearings will have been
an excellent investment. If it doesn't, the
money will have been wasted.

For our part, we don't see how any Mem-
ber of Congress who believes in common
honesty and the protection of constitu-
tional rights can fail to vote for a strong and
Just law to control labor-management rela-
tions,

[From the Chicago Tribune, July 20, 1959]
REeAL LABOR REFORM

The labor reform bill passed by the Senate

was a poor, weak thing, and now the House

Labor Committee has completed action on a

bill that is even weaker. The so-called
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bill of rights for union members has been
watered down so that it would do little or
nothing to improve internal affairs in unions.
The committee refused to write stricter reg-
ulations against secondary boycotts and
racket picketing.

On the whole, the bill is said to be satis-
factory to union leaders, which means it will
do nothing to end the evils exposed by the
Senate Rackets Committee.

Republicans and southern Democrats will
do their best to strengthen the bill when it
reaches the House floor, probably on Wednes-
day. The success or failure of these efforts
will show to what extent the House has been
taken over by Meany, Reuther, Hoffa & Co.

It will not be sufficient to enact a law re-
quiring union officials to file a statement
with the Secretary of Labor certifying that
they are not stealing much from the mem-
bers. The revelations of the McClellan
committee have convinced all but the dumb-~
est union members and the most venal union
leaders that some reforms are necessary.
Even newspapers like the St. Louis Post-
Dispatch and the Nashville Tennesseean,
which are suckers for most socialist-labor
ideas, are demanding a tougher labor bill,

Every citizen should watch the voting rec-
ord of his Congressman on this issue.

[From the Belmar (N.J.) Advertiser, June
25, 1959]
THE PuprLic BE DURNED

If the Congress really is interested in pass-
ing a labor bill in the public interest, it
should consider the Barden bill, now hottled
up in the House Labor Committee.

Unlike the Kennedy bill, GRAHAM BARDEN'S
bill would deal with the problem of labor
union monopoly. Monopoly is against the
interest of the people, as Congress already
has recognized in the antitrust laws, and
monopoly is growing in labor today.

Prime example is James Hoffa's unsavory
Teamsters' Union, which not only has a
stranglehold on trucks everywhere, but has
completed or is working on agreements with
other unions which control water, air, and
other land transport.

Hoffa has boasted that he has the power
to bring all transportation to a halt, and so
bring the country to its knees. This kind
of weapon is not needed for collective bar-
galning—it could only be used against the
Nation itself. :

To obtain this power, Hoffa has had no
hesitancy about allying himself with unions
ruled by pro-Communists.

Other unions have brought the country
to stagnation by striking entire industries,
such as steel and coal. This has occurred
even in wartime. There is no law to prevent
strikes against the whole public, and many
unions have shown that their restraint can't
be counted upon.

It now appears that most Congressmen are
more concerned with the political power that
organized labor holds over them than they
are with the monopoly power which labor
leaders hold over the entire Natlon.

[From the Savannah (Ga.) News, June 2T,

OsTrICEH TACTICS

Two labor practices—secondary boycotts
and organizational picketing—are the means
commonly used by racketeers in the labor
field to violate the public interest, This is
not speculation, it is a known fact. It has
been proved time and again by newspaper
articles, by hearings before congressional
study committees, even by television pre-
sentations concerning the subject of labor
racketeering,

What is the remedy?
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It is so simple that it should have been
epplied long ago. Since neither of these
practices is necessary to or desirable in nor-
mal organizing procedures and collective
bargaining, why not outlaw them? Simply
make them illegal.

But the Eennedy labor bill, passed by the
Senate under the careful supervision of the
bosses of organized labor, and now up for
consideration in the House, fails to do a
thing about this glaring need. It does make
some provisions for protecting union mem-
bers against racketeers in their own unions,
but it does practically nothing to protect the
public.

‘Who suffers as a result?

All of us suffer, especially the business-
man who is apt to find himself subjected to
abusive labor tactics. It will be too late
then to say “There ought to be a law.”

The time for businessmen to make their
Influence felt in the forums where laws are
enacted is now, We regard the ostrich, who
hides his head in the sand, an object of
ridicule. ¥Yet, when you mentlon politics to
the average businessman, he is likely to say
it's too risky, or too controversial, or that it
might hurt business. He’s behaving like the
ostrich, And while he's playing it safe,
those who don't mind getting involved are
minding his business for him. The Walter
Reuthers, Jimmy Hoffas, and George Meanys
are spending money and making their influ-
ence felt from the precinct level to the White
House. Too late, he discovers, “there ought
to be a law.”

There certainly should be a law—against
Beco! boycotts and organizational
pickets—and the House of Representatives
is considering such a law now. Why not
let them hear from the businessman?

[From the Clay (W. Va.) Merchant, July 1,
1959]
GOoLDWATER TALES AcAaINsST KENNEDY BILL
(By James W. Douthat)

The coercive power of compulsory union=
Ism, transformed into a massive and irre-
sponsible political power, is described by
Senator GoLoDWATER, Republican, of Arizona,
as the “most pressing and dangerous in-
ternal problem which we face in America
today.”

Senator GoLDWATER expressed his views in
testifying before a joint House Labor Sub-
committee that he did not belleve the
Kennedy bill passed by the Senate would
be good for America.

The Arizonian, outspoken advocate of ef-
fective labor legislation, contends that the
Senate-passed bill would not remedy the
abuses spotlighted by the Senate Rackets
Committee and would not strike at the ac-
tual “disease.”

Then he explained in detail what he
meant.

“The disease I speak of,” he sald, “is
power, and nothing else.

“Power of the nature that allows Hoffa to
threaten the entire Nation and to issue this
threat with impunity and the ability to
carry it through without the law being able
to touch him, and in fact, protecting him.

“Power that allows Al Hayes to uphold the
expulsion of three of his members because
they dared to speak out against a position
of the union, exercising a right which the
Constitution recognizes as inherent but
which the union denies.

“Power that allows Walter Reuther to
carry on the brutal strike at Eohler, defying
the clergy, the bar, and the publie, and even
exerting that power in another State to pre-
vent for 3 years the extradition of a goon
who beat up a nonstriker,

“Power that allows George Meany to
openly tell the Congress of the United States
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Just exactly what he will permit to be
written into labor reform law and extending
his dictates into the corridors and rooms of
the Capitol where his lawyers wrote amend-
ments to the labor bill.

“Power that allows COPE (the AFL-CIO
Political Action Committee) to cross State
lines to engage in politics in part with com-
pulsory dues money taken from Republicans
and Democrats alike in viclation of the
spirit of both the Taft-Hartley and the Cor-
rupt Practices Act.

“Power that flaunts the laws of the land
and scorns the rights and prerogatives of
the people.

“Power that is denled, and properly so, to
other segments of our society, but which is
used by labor leaders with the knowledge
they are protected by law and that their
strength in Congress insures the continuance
of those laws.”

Explaining that under compulsory union-
ism, “corrupt leaders hold a clear-cut power
of economic life or death over their mem-
bers,” Senator GoLpWATER added:

“Now let us take this compulsory unionism
and go one step further—and it is a step
which has already been taken. Let the union
official take the overwhelming economic
power he holds and transform it into com-=-
pulsory political support of any party, fac-
tion of a party, candidate or issue as chosen
by the union official. At a single stroke the
union official can transform the union dues
originally collected for economic purposes
into a war chest for political purposes limited
only by the size of the union treasury.

“Every union member under such a com=
pulsory system must continue to support
such political activities with his union dues.
Failure to pay dues is grounds for expulsion
from the union, followed by black-listing on
every union job. A union member can be
deprived of employment opportunities by his
union official for refusing to pay political
assessments, or dues which would be used
for political purposes.”

Mr. GOLDWATER. And, Mr. Presi-
dent, I ask unanimous consent that the
deficiencies in the labor reform bill,
which I reported to the Senate a short
while ago, be printed again at this point
in my remarks.

There being no objection, the state-
ment was ordered to be printed in the
RECORD, as follows:

PriNCIPAL DEPICIENCIES IN PrROPOSED HOUSE
LABOR REFORM LEGISLATION

INTRODUCTION

The House Education and Labor Commit-
tee has approved its version of a labor re-
form bill. The stated purpose of this legis-
lation is to eliminate racketeering and cor-
ruption from the trade union movement. As
approved by the committee, the bill sadly
falls to achieve its stated purpose.

The following brief analysis outlines the
major deficiencies of the committee’s bill,
While this analysis is directed at the provi-
slons of the bill as reported, it should be
made clear that the committee has failed to
include in the legislation certain provisions
which are indispensable to effective labor re-
form legislation. These indispensable pro-
visions are complete prohibitions of sec-
ondary boycotts and organization and recog-
nition picketing.

Failure to deal with these principal tools
of corruption and racketeering now is in-
excusable. These tools have served Hoffa
well in his drive for power. They have been
among the chief reasons why he has become
s0 entrenched.

The secondary boycott and organization
and recognition picketing would not be
curbed in the slightest by the House reported
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bill. Any labor reform legislation must deal
with these matters—matters clearly revealed
by the McClellan committee investigations to
be the devices of the criminal and gangster
elements in the trade union movement.

The committee has, moreover, failed to in-
clude adequate enforcement measures in its
bill, Returning to State and local com-
munities the authority to deal with disputes
of an essentially local character would also
have been a major step toward the elimina-
tion of the manifold abuses revealed by Sen-
ator McCLeLLANs hearings.

If the House of Representatives is given
an opportunity to amend this legislation on
the floor, every effort to obtain the vitally
needed changes in the bill as reported must
be made.

TITLE I—RIGHTS OF MEMBERS OF LABOR
ORGANIZATIONS
Rights of membership

Section 101(a) (1): This section accords
certain rights to members of labor organiza-
tions including the right “to participate in
determining the policies, to attend mem-
bership meetings, and to vote in any elec-
tion.” The section then subjects these rights
to “reasonable qualifications uniformly im-
posed.”

Hence, in practice, unions may readily
negate these rights by a determination of
what is a reasonable qualification. The sec-
tion can, therefore, be rendered meaningless.

Dues, initiation jees, and assessments

Section 101(a)(3): This sectlion provides
an exemption of federations of labor unions,
such as the AFL-CIO, from the limitations
imposed on increases in dues and initiation
fees. This raises a question as to whether
or not a parent body should be subjected to
the same rule as its subordinate units.

Protection of the right to sue

Section 101(a) (4) : While ostensibly con-
ferring a right on a member to sue a union
or its officials such right is effectively de-
stroyed by the proviso requiring such mem-
ber to exhaust the remedies under the un-
ion’s rules before resorting to judicial action.
This is required, moreover, without regard
to how long the pursuit of such internal
union remedies may take.

Safeguards against improper disciplinary
action .
Section 101(a) (5): A member of a union
is denied any procedural safeguard until
after disciplinary action has been taken.

Moreover, the section fails to establish ap-

peal procedures. Labor organizations are

authorized to adopt and enforce rules re-
quiring loyal observance by every member
of his responsibility to the union and the
labor movement as a whole. The sweeping
authority thus granted would permit fur-
ther emasculation of any safeguards in-
tended to be created.
Enforcement of Bill of Rights

Bection 102(a): This section denles en-
forcement of any right conferred in this title
until internal union procedures or remedies
have been exhausted or until 6 months have

elapsed without a decislon. To require a

member to pursue internal union procedures

may be futile; to require the member to wait

6 months may be fatal.

TITLE II—REPORTING BY LABOR ORGANIZATIONS,
OFFICERS AND EMPLOYEES OF LABOR ORGANI=-
ZATIONS, AND EMPLOYERS

Reports by unions
Section 201(a) : This section requires each
union to adopt a constitution and bylaws
and to file them with the Secretary of Labor.

It also requires the filing of information

concerning address, officers, fees, and de-

talled statements with respect to a number
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of specifically enumerated union practices.
As reporting requirements, these may be
desirable provisions. However, a glaring de-
fect exists in the complete absence of any
standards with respect to the various prac-
tices upon which reports must be filed. For
example, information concerning procedure
for authorization for strikes is required to
be filed, but nothing is sald as to what
those procedures must be. A simple “none"
answer would satisfy the law. The section
is thus defective in its fallure to include
obviously needed standards.

Financial reports by unions

Section 201(b) : The financial information
required to be reported by unions under this
section is in general the type which should
be reported, but again a principal objection
is to be found in the fallure of the bill to
impose any standards on a union regarding
its financial dealings. Moreover, a union
need only report salaries in excess of $10,000
and loans to officers or members over $250.
There could well be many instances in which
revelation of payments or loans below the
indicated figures could serve a useful pur-
pose in exposing transactions of a dubious
character to the spotlight of public opinion.

Access to reports by members

Section 201(¢): The effect of this section
is to limit the access of members to the re-
ports filled by the union inasmuch as the
union 1is required only to make available the
“information” contained therein in- any
fashion the union may choose. While a
member may go to court to enforce this
right, it is questionable if such a remedy ls
realistic.

Ezemption from financial reporting

Sectlon 201(d): An exemption from the
financial reporting requirements is auto-
matically granted to any union with less
than 200 members or having gross annual re-
ceipts of less than $20,000. Only by formal
proceeding by the Secretary of Labor may
this exemption be removed. This would ef-
fectively . exempt mnearly 70 percent of all
unions from financial reporting. In view of
the subsequent provision authorizing sim-
plified reports from small unions, no blanket
exemption appears justifiable, Under this
section, Dio’s paper locals would not be re-
quired to report.

Union access to NLRB

Bection 201(e): This section removes the
strong inducement upon a union to comply
with the reporting requirements because it
repeals the Taft-Hartley Act language deny-
ing access to the NLRB for failure to report.
In other words, failure to file under the pro-
posed bill would now be no bar to unions to
use NLRB facilitles.

Penalties for violation of reporting sections

Section 209(a) : This section is deficient be-
cause it fails to provide any penalty for the
violation of any rules and regulations issued
pursuant to the act. Rules and regulations
therefore would be unenforceable.

Personal responsibility for reports

Bectlon 209(d): Any person required to
file a report may readily avoid a penalty for
& false report simply by denying he knew
it to be false. This emasculates the en-
forcement language.

Enforcement of reporting requirements

Section 210: This section fails to permit
the Secretary of Labor to seek a court order
to enforce the rules and regulations he is-
sues under the act.

TITLE II—TRUSTEESHIPS

Reports by wunions imposing trusteeships

Section 301: Failure to provide any stand-
ards which unions should fellow in imposing
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trusteeships on a subordinate wunion is a
major defect in this section. Reports on
such trusteeships are required but copies of
the reports are not required to be given to
members. Enforcement of this provision is
rendered difficult, if not impossible, by re-
quiring personal knowledge of falsity of any
report filed. No penalty is provided for a
violatlon of rules and regulations issued
pursuant to this title by the Secretary of
Labor.
Purposes of trusteeships
Sectlon 302: This section purports to limit
the imposition of trusteeships by listing the
valld purposes of the trusteeship. It, in fact,
imposes virtually no limitations since carry-
ing out the legitimate objects of the union
is considered to be a valid purpose. No-
where are legitimate objects defined.

Time limitations on trusteeships

Sectlon 304(c): The effect of this section
is to render a trusteeship virtually immune
from legal attack for 18 months by granting
a presumption of validity for that period of
time which can only be overcome by clear
and convincing proof of invalidity.

TITLE IV—ELECTIONS

Election of international union officers

Section 401(a): Except for the require-
ment of a secret ballot, this section fails
to establish any standards for the conduct
of an honest election. It contalns no pro-
vision for access to membership lists by can-
didates nor for an honest count of the
ballots.

Election of officers of intermediate bodies

Section 401(c): This section relates to the
election of officers for joint boards, joint
councils, or other associations of unions and
is as deficient as the section above on elec-
tion of international union officers for the
BAmE reasons.

Nominations and voting

Section 401(d). Since this section fails to
specify who shall be able to nominate can-
didates, the practical control of elections is
left in the hands of autocratic union officials.
Notice of elections need only be given to
members in a general manner.

Elections in conventions

Section 401(e): This section merely pro-
vides an empty shell of protection by re-
quiring that the constitutions and bylaws
of a union be followed in electing officers.
Since many constitutions and bylaws are
silent on the subject the deficiency is ap-
parent. Official records need only be main-
tained for 1 year. Nowhere are official docu-
ments enumerated,

Removal of officers

Section 401(g): This section permits a
union member to go to court to seek a re-
call election to remove an elected officer
guilty of serious misconduct. The defl-
ciency rests in the fallure to provide for the
removal of nonelected officials or those not
guilty of serious misconduct.

Enforcement of election requirements

Section 402(a): Before a member can go
to court to upset a fraudulent election, this
section requires that such member must first
pursue internal union remedies for at least
6 months. This section would have op-
erated as a bar to the court action instituted
by the 13 teamsters resulting in the ap-
pointment by a Federal court of monitors
to supervise that union.

Ezclusiveness of remedies

Section 403: The effect of this section pro-
hibits State action to supplement or com-
plement the remedies provided in the title
for a contest over an election previously
held.
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TITLE V—SAFEGUARDS FOR LABOR ORGANIZATIONS
Union officials as fiduciaries

Section 501(a): This section purports to
make union officials financially accountable
for their conflict-of-interest dealings, A
major loophole is created by limiting the
fiduciary duty to take into account the
special problems and functions of a labor
organization. Another major loophole arises
from the fact that no accountability is re-
quired for profits reaped by an official who
uses his office (not union funds) to his
personal advantage.

Union loans to officials

Section 503(a): The permissible amount
of a loan to an officer or employee of a
union is fixed at $2,600. The lower amount
of $1,500 specified in the Senate-passed bill
may itself prove ineflective in preventing
wrongdoing or finaneial irresponsibility.

Payment of defense costs and fines

Section 503(b) : Under this section a union
or an employer is permitted to pay the de-
fense costs of any officlal charged with vio-
lating the act as well as the payment of any
fine if the violation was not willful.

Persons ineligible for wunion or employer
association office

Section 504: This section purports to keep
the criminal and subversive element out of
the labor-management scene. Its fallure to
do so stems from absence of provisions deny-
ing office to persons convicted of specified
crimes (manslaughter, aggravated assault,
kidnaping, forgery, sedition, assault with a
dangerous weapon, abduction, blackmail,
perjury, esplonage, and a host of other seri-
ous felonies) instead of to those convicted
of any felony.
Payments by employers to his employees or

to union officials

Section 505: This section amends section
802 of the Taft-Hartley Act so as to make
it a crime, punishable by fine and imprison-
ment, for an employer or his representative
or anyone who acts in the interest of an
employer to make certain payments to
unions, union officials, or to employees for
the purpose of influencing other employees
in their rights to organize and bargain col-
lectively. This section is a criminal statute,
It absolutely forbids certain payments,
Violation could send an employer to jail.
Yet, under its provisions it could be a Fed-
eral crime for an employer to give money to
an employee or a committee of employees
for the purpose of holding an annual ban-
quet, or buying uniforms for a bowling or
baseball team, or to subsidize an employee
dance. Each of these activities has an indi-
rect influence on employee thinking about
organization and collective bargaining.

TITLE VI—MISCELLANEOUS PROVISIONS
Investigations by Secretary of Labor

Section 601(a): This section requires the
Becretary of Labor to have probable cause
to believe a violation of the act has occurred
before he can undertake an investigation.
This virtually requires preknowledge of the
facts that his investigation is designed to
uncover. The Senate-passed bill, S. 1555,
required only a belief that it was necessary
to conduct an investigation. Moreover, the
Secretary is powerless to investigate viola-
tions of the bill of rights title.

TITLE VII—TAFT-HARTLEY AMENDMENTS
No man’s land

Sectlon 701(a)(b): This section ap-
proaches the jurisdictional no man’s land
problem by giving sole occupancy in the
area to the Federal Government. The re-
sult is to exclude the States from handling
matters which are of strictly local concern
and to impose on an already swollen Federal
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bureaucracy the impossible task of handling
thousands of additional complaints—sonre
involving establishments of no greater size
than a corner drugstore with one or two
employees. With a current caseload of over
6,000 cases the Board is even now faced with
a herculean task in its endeavor to keep
current. The imposition of this added re-
sponsibility manifestly will create an im-
possible situation, even if the Board is in-
creased to seven members as the bill pro-
poses and its staff is vastly enlarged.

The proper approach in eliminating the
no man's land problem would be to vest
States and State agencies with the power
to handle labor cases in a manner not in-
consistent with the provisions of Federal law.

NLEB changes

Section 701(c) (d) : This section would es-
tablish a seven- instead of a five-man Na-
tional Labor Relations Board, the members
having T7-year terms. In general, it is
doubted whether this superficial attempt to
reduce the backlog of NLRB cases is the
answer since seven mren instead of five would
be required to review and consider policy
cases.

This section also attempts to clarify the
Jurisdiction between the Board and its Gen-
eral Counsel. Ever since the General
Counsel’s Office was established in 1947, a
conflict over division of authority has
existed between the NLREB and its semi-
independent General Counsel. Since no
testimony has been presented to Congress
that the suggested division of authority
would eliminate this confiict, the proposal
is of doubtful value.

Building trades amendments

Bection 702(a) : This section nulllfies right-
to-work laws and further weakens the present
secondary boycott section of Taft-Hartley
by permitting bullding trades unions to win
recognition without showing they represent
a majority of employees. Negotiation of
prehire contracts permitting a T-day union
shop and requiring notification to the union
of job openings is authorized. Contract
clauses g minimum job experience
and seniority priority based on employment
in the industry or geographic area are per-
mitted. Such clauses may circumvent State
right-to-work laws and the guarantees of
free choice contained in section T of the
Taft-Hartley Act regarding union member-
ship.

Secondary boycotts

Section T02(c): This section permits sec-
ondary boycotts at construction sites by per-
mitting common situs picketing. It would
remove restrictions now placed by courts and
the NLRB on such picketing.

Voting rights of economic sirikers

Section 703: This section rewrites the ex-
isting Taft-Hartley rules and permits law-
fully replaced economic strikers to vote in
representation elections.

Prehearing elections

Section 704: This section amends Taft-
Hartley to permit elections after 30 days
without requiring a formal hearing if there
are no substantial issues of fact or law to be
resolved by a preelection hearing. The sec-
tion specifically prohibits elections without
a hearing if the appropriate bargaining unit
is in dispute. This is a return to the days
of the Wagner Act. It places great power in
the hands of the NLRB investigator or hear-
ing officer to determine, without a hearing,
whether or not there are substantial issues
of fact or law.

Hot cargo—secondary boycotts
Section T05(a): This section cleverly nul-
lifies the provisions of the Senate-passed
bill—S. 1666—curbing hot cargo secondary
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boycotts by common carriers and the Team-
sters. It takes a different technical approach
by making it an unfair labor practice for a
common carrler covered by the Interstate
Commerce Act to enter into such an agree-
ment with a union. It adds a similar unfair
labor practice for a union to make such an
agreement with a common carrier. The
major loopholes that destroy the effort to
halt hot cargo boycotts are: (1) an em-
ployee of & common carrier may refuse to
provide service where a labor dispute exists,
and (2) unions by contract may prohibit a
carrier from discharging such an employee.
Recognition picketing

Section T05(a): This section would place
an ineffective limitatlon on recognition
picketing and does nothing about organiza-
tion picketing. It would prevent picketing
for recognition purposes only (1) if another
union is the bargaining agent (this is al-
ready in sec. 8(b) (4) (C), of the law) and
{2) where the picketing union has lost the
election within the past 9 months.

Defense for recognition picketing

Section 705(d): This sectlon is objection-
able because it provides that existence of a
mere charge of an unfair labor practice
agalnst an employer is a defense to obtain-
ing an injunction against recognition picket-
ing, As any union or employee can file a
charge at any time this provision in effect
would mean that an injunction could never
be obtained against recognition picketing.

Unfair labor practice priorities

Section T06: A new priority for handling
unfair labor practice charges of discrimina-
tion by employers and unions is created by
this section. This priority is second only to
the priority accorded secondary boycott and
recognition picketing charges. This section
relegates many other equally important un-
fair labor practice charges to the lowest pos-
sible priority.

Mr. GOLDWATER. I yield to my
friend from Idaho.

Mr. CHURCH. Mr. President, I ap-
preciate the remarks of the Senator from
Arizona, particularly with reference to
the important role of Mr. Robert Ken-
nedy, the chief counsel of the McClellan
committee, in the effort to secure labor
reform legislation.

Earlier this morning our distinguished
majority leader took note of the leading
role of the Demoecratic Party in the con-
tinuing effort to secure labor reform leg-
islation. He observed that it was a
Democratic Congress which first author=
ized the establishment of the MecClellan
committee. He reminded us that the
McClellan committee is responsible for
the disclosures of the corruption and
gangsterism that exists in certain por-
tions of the labor movement, which has
resulted in the public demand for cor-
rective legislation. He also observed
that in view of this it would be appro-
priate for the——

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The
time of the Senator has expired.

Mr. DIRKSEN. Mr. President, I ask
unanimous consent that the Senator
from Arizona may proceed for an addi-
tional 6 minutes.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there
objection to the request of the Senator
from Illinois? The Chair hears none,
and it is so ordered.

Mr. CHURCH. I ask the distin-
guished Senator from Arizona, in view
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of the other matters which I have here-
tofore pointed out, and the fact that the
distinguished Senator from Massachu-
sefts [Mr. KENNEDY] was the chief archi-
tect of the labor reform bill which was
passed in the Senate by a vote of 90 to 1,
whether it would not be appropriate, in
the opinion of the Senator from Arizona,
for equal time to be extended the Sena-
tor from Massachusetts, so that he could
present the case for the labor reform bill
which was passed by the Senate, in re-
sponse to such remarks as the President
may make in arguing a case against it
tomorrow evening.

Mr. GOLDWATER. In reply to that
question, I can see no earthly reason why
the Senator from Massachusetts should
be given time to explain his position, any
more than the junior Senator from Ari-
zona should be given time to explain
his position, which was on the short end
of a 90 to 1 vote.

I think it is the duty of the President
to call to the attention of the people
that which he feels is needed in a labor
bill. While I disagree with the junior
Senator from Massachusetts as to what
the bill should contain, I still do not
think he should be given time to answer
the -President. I do not believe there
will be a great area of difference be-
tween their basic philosophies, as there
is no serious difference between ours.

Had the Senate followed the recom-
mendations of the McClellan commit-
tee, there would now be in the House of
Representatives a good bill. I remind
the Senator that a moment or two ago
we heard that great man from Arkansas,
JoHN McCLELLAN, who has devoted 2!%
years of real hard work to this problem.
The Senator from Idaho is a member of
the committee and he knows that to be
so. The words of the Senator from
Arkansas should awaken Members of
Congress as to what is needed,

The power which has been conferred
on the union labor movement by the
Congress has been exercised in an arro-
gant manner. At the time it was con-
ferred, it was needed, because labor
unions were not able to go to the bar-
gaining table with management on the
basis of equal strength. But today that
which was an infant in 1932, with
1,200,000 members, is now a giant of 18
million members, with an income of
more than $700 million a year.

When organizations like that are
above the law, when James Hoffa can
sit and answer me as the Senator heard
him answer, it is time for action. I
asked him if he felt that the union
movement should be under the control
of the Federal Government if it did
damage to the public or the country, and
he said, “No.”

Let no one tell me that we have a
bill which will meet the arrogance of
James Hoffa. We do not have. Jimmy
Hoffa will be driving his trucks on his
merry way, and doing what he wants to
dou, under the Kennedy-Ervin bill, or
under the House bill.

I think the President is eminently
correct in bringing the facts to the at-
tention of the publie.
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Mr. CHURCH. Mr. President, I be~
lieve I am just as genuinely interested in
effective reform labor legislation as is
the Senator from Arizona. We may not
be in agreement as to whether the bill
which was passed by the Senate answers
all the problems which exist. But when
the Senate passes a bill by a vote of 90
to 1, it is not a bill of the Democratic
Party or of the Republican Party. It
represents a nearly unanimous expres-
sion of the consensus of both parties.

I believe that the chief architect of
that bill, and the chairman of the sub-
committee, who led the debate and was
in charge of the bill on the floor, is the
most appropriate spokesman to set forth
the position of the Senate.

Let me say to the Senator from Ari-
zona that nothing could happen which
would be more dangerous to the inter-
ests of constructive labor reform legis-
lation than to have it embroiled in the
toils of partisanship. Last year, after
the Senate, by a vote of 88 to 1, senf a
labor reform measure to the House of
Representatives, it was defeated there
in the closing days of the session. The
partisan character of the vote was most
extraordinary. More than two-thirds of
the Democrats in the House voted for
Iabor reform, in support of the bill, while
more than three-quarters of the Repub-
licans voted against it.

I believe that the interests of the coun-
try would be better served if we pushed
partisanship aside and tried to obtain
in the House of Representatives legisla-
tion which would result in constructive
and important progress in this critical
field. I believe that our chances of doing
so will be jeopardized if we let this im-
portant public question become involved
in partisanship. That is what I should
like to avoid.

I believe that the suggestion made by
the Senator from Montana [Mr. Mans-
FIELD] is perfectly in order. Let both
sides speak up. The Senator from Mas-
sachusetts [Mr. KennEpy] certainly can
speak up in behalf of the Senate, which
passed the bill this year by a vote of 90
to 1.

Mr. GOLDWATER. Mr. President, I
join my friend in hoping that this issue
can be kept out of partisan politics. I
do not for the life of me see why the
President of the United States, speaking
on the subject, should inject partisan
politics into the issue.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The
time of the Senator has expired.

Mr. MANSFIELD. Mr. President, I
ask unanimous consent that the Senator
from Arizona be allowed 2 additional
minutes.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without
objection, it is so ordered.

Mr. GOLDWATER. I see no way
whereby the President, speaking on this
subject, can inject partisan politics. I
may say, in answer to the suggestion of
the Senator from Idaho and the Senator
from Montana that the Senator from
Massachusetts be allowed to speak on
this subject because he is the chief archi-
tect, that much of the building has been
torn down since it was completed. Since
the bill was introduced in January, 165
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amendments have been made to it. I
doubt that the architect himself could
recognize the fine-line drawing he made
at one time. I think he would have
to bring the Harvard Law School here
to start reconstruction from the founda-
tion.

The bill is no longer the creature of
the Senate. It isnot even the Kennedy-
Ervin bill. It is not the bill which
passed this body. It does not even re-
semble the bill which passed this body.

If it is desired to have someone be
given equal time on the air with the
President, I suggest that it be a Member
of the House of Representatives, be-
cause the bill which will come back to
us for conference will be so unrecogniz-
able that many Senators who voted for
the Senate version will probably be sorry
they did not vote against it and give the
Senate a little better chance to pass
something to be proud of, instead of
something which history will say we
were ashamed of.

Mr. DIRKSEN. Mr. President, will
the Senator yield?

Mr. GOLDWATER. I yield.

Mr. DIRKSEN. To me it has always
appeared incredible that a bill of such
moment to the country could languish
on the desk of the presiding officer of
another body for 41 days, and then be
brought up under a suspension of the
rules. Anyone who has served in the
House knows that the debate is limited
to 20 minutes to a side, and that no
amendments can be offered. Then the
vote is taken. That, to me, is one of
the most incredible things I know of.

Constantly we hear about the 90 to 1
vote. Mr. President, the only reason
why I voted for the labor bill in the Sen-
ate was that I knew it would be the death
knell of labor legislation unless we sent
something to the House of Representa-
tives. Had it not been for that, I would
have joined with the distinguished Sen-
ator from Arizona, and there would have
been at least 2 votes against the bill,
because the bill was completely inade-
quate for the task which is before us
in the labor field.

Mr. GOLDWATER. I thank the dis-
tinguished Senator from Illinois. While
this certainly cannot be used as a
clincher for my position, I think the Sen-
ator will recall that at the leadership
meeting the following Tuesday, the Pres-
ident looked at me and said, “Had I been
in the Senate, I would have voted with
you.”

Mr. MANSFIELD. Mr. President,
since the President has expressed an
opinion on the bill as passed by the Sen-
ate, and it is the only bill which has
been passed, I think that is all the more
reason why the distinguished Senator
from Massachusetts, the author of that
bill, should be accorded equal time on
all the Nation’s networks in order to
answer the President. After all, it is the
Senate’s bill, and no one understands
its purpose better than does the Senator
from Massachusetts.

I recall—and this has been said many
times—that last year the Senate, by a
vote of 88 to 1, passed a good hill, which
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was referred to the House. There, as
the distinguished minority leader said,
it was brought up under a suspension of
the rules and was defeated. If I may
amplify the remarks made by the Sena-
tor from Idaho, 77 percent of the Re-
publicans voted against that good bill,
and 70 percent of the Democrats voted
for it.

This year the Senate passed another
good labor bill, in my opinion, and the
vote in this Chamber was 90 to 1. Sena-
tors can give all the excuses they want
to, but they simply cannot erase those
figures. They are there.

Mr. GOLDWATER. There is no ques-
tion that the Democrats control the
House of Representatives by a very
handsome majority, not so handsome as
in the Senate—well, I do not like to use
the word “handsome’”——

Mr. MANSFIELD. Not last year.

Mr. GOLDWATER. The Democrats
do not control the House by so large a
majority as that by which the Democrats
control the Senate. But if the Demo-
crats were sincere about this subject,
they would have no trouble getting a
labor reform bill through the House of
Representatives. But the Republicans,
joining with sincere Democrats, want a
workable labor bill,

In all sincerity, had George Meany
and James Hoffa sat down to write a
labor bill, they could not have written a
better one for organized labor than the
one which was reported by the House
committee.

Mr. MANSFIELD. It seems odd to me
that James Hoffa, George Meany, or=
ganized labor in general, the National
Association of Manufacturers, and the
chamber of commerce are all against the
action taken by the Senate. On that
Iﬁiaﬁis, I believe we passed a very good

Mr. GOLDWATER. I think it is high
time that Congress forgot about the Na-
tional Association of Manufacturers, the
chamber of commerce, the AFL-CIO, and
the UAW, and began to think about the
working people and the public of the
Nation.

Mr. MANSFIELD. We did stop think-
ing about the leaders of organized labor,
the National Association of Manufac-
turers, and the U.S. Chamber of Com=-
merce. We were thinking about the
working people of the Nation. In so do-
ing, we passed, on our own initiative, a
good labor bill.

Mr. GOLDWATER. Iknow the Sena-
tor from Montana is honest in his views
on this subject; but we destroyed the bill
of rights which was proposed as an
amendment by the Senator from Ar-
kansas [Mr. McCLELLAN]. We destroyed
it by amendments to it. We knocked
the foundation out from under the
house, If the workingman does not
have the right of freedom of speech, if
he must individually sue the union presi=-
dent to get records, I cannot see how
freedom of speech is protected. By our
own actions, we have made out of a weak
bill a weaker bill.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The time
of the Senator from Arizona has expired.
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Mr. MANSFIELD. Mr. President, I
ask unanimous consent that we may
have 2 additional minutes.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without
objection, it is so ordered.

Mr. MANSFIELD. As Irecall, the sec=
ond bill of rights was a bipartisan spon-
sored proposal. Is my understanding
correct?

Mr. GOLDWATER. Oh, certainly; I
will not deny that. I am not defending
my own party or the Democratic Party
for making this bill a weak bill.

Mr. MANSFIELD. What was the at-
titude of the Senator from Arkansas on
this bill?

Mr. GOLDWATER. On the amend-
ments?

Mr. MANSFIELD. On the bill.

Mr. GOLDWATER. I think he voted
for it. But if the Senator will read his
statement since that time, as recently
as last week at the Press Club, I be-
lieve he can find very strong indications
that the Senator from Arkansas is not
at all happy with the proposal with
which we are confronted today.

Mr. MANSFIELD. Did the Senator
from Arizona vote against the substitute
bill of rights?

Mr. GOLDWATER. Yes, he did.

Mr. MANSFIELD. Did the Senator
from Arkansas?

Mr. GOLDWATER. No; he voted for
it

Mr. CHURCH. I wonder if the Sena-
tor from Montana recalls that there is
precedent for his request—good prece-
dent—in that some time back, when the
tidelands oil bill was before the Senate
and was then as controversial a matter
as the labor reform bill is today, the
President of the United States, then a
Democrat, Harry Truman, went on the
air to condemn the bill. After the Presi-
dent had made his remarks against the
measure, the senior Senator from Florida
[Mr. HoLranpl, who was one of the chief
sponsors of the hill, asked for equal time
to reply to the President, in order to
present the other point of view. The
networks agreed to grant equal time, so
that the American people could be made
aware of both points of view.

I suggest that the Senator from Mon-
tana has merely asked that the same
course be taken with regard to the labor
reform bill. In so doing, he is acting in
accordance with a well-established prec-
edent in the Senate.

Mr. GOLDWATER. If we come tothe
conclusion that the Senate should be
granted the right to answer, if an an-
swer is needed, I suggest that the per-
son to do that is the man who knows
most about the subject in this body,
namely, Senator JoHN MCcCLELLAN, of
Arkansas.

With all due respect to the junior
Senator from Massachusetts, the bill
which is being considered in Congress
today bears no resemblance to the bill
which the Senator from Massachusetts
introduced. That, in itself, indicates
the inadequacies of the original bill

I suggest, if there is real seriousness
about the proposal, and if it is finally
agreed that equal time should be given,
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Senator JoEN McCLELLAN be the person
to speak.

I do not know what the President will
say; I have no idea. I did not even hear
about this proposal until I walked onto
the floor of the Senate today. ButIam
certain that he will point out only one
thing, and that is the need for labor re-
form legislation. I doubt that he will
go beyond what the McClellan commit-
tee has recommended. I think he should
follow the committee’s recommenda=
tion. If he does that, and if the Ameri-
can people believe what he says is in
the bill he advocates, I think the Senator
from Montana will go along with the
bill, because I think it will be a fair bill
in his estimation.

Mr. MANSFIELD. Mr. President, I
ask unanimous consent that I may pro-
ceed for 1 additional minute.

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr.
RanpoLPH in the chair). Without ob-
Jjection, it is so ordered.

Mr, MANSFIELD. Mr. President, I
recognize that there is room for dis-
agreement. I appreciate the fact that
the Senator from Arizona has realized
the validity of allowing equal time for
discussion of this proposal. But I re-
iterate that the one to answer is the
author of the Senate bill, because in my
opinion no one knows more about the
Kennedy bill than does the Senator from
Massachusetts [Mr. Kennepy]; and I
believe that he would be the proper one
to answer, on an equal-time basis, any
charges made in this particular field by
the President of the United States.

Mr. GOLDWATER. Mr. President, I
have not indicated by my remarks that
I believe equal time should be given. I
said “if”; mine was an “iffy” comment.

In closing, I may say that if our distin-
guished friend, the Senator from Massa-
chusetts [Mr. KEnNEDY], wanted to talk
about the labor bill he introduced, he
would have to go back into the archives,
in order to find it, because nothing in the
bill the Senate passed resembled the
Kennedy-Ervin bill as introduced.

That is why I urge—if we agree on this
proposal—that the Senator from Ar-
kansas [Mr. McCLELLAN] be allowed to
present to the public what he has found.
Certainly those who have been close to
the investigation are the ones to discuss
the problem before the public. An ex-
ample of that was to be found in Bob
Kennedy’s appearance on the “Jack Paar
Show’” and in his appearance last Sunday
on the “Meet the Press” program. The
widespread and general public interest in
his appearances on those programs is an
excellent indication of the public desire
to have good legislation enacted in this
field.

Certainly it is time that the AFL-CIO
and other pressure groups stop pressur=
ing the Congress.

Let us consider the needs of the people,
and stop worrying about the giant pres-
sure organizations that push us on every
side.

Mr. MANSFIELD. Mr. President, in
conclusion, I wish to say that I believe
that the Senator who introduced and
presided over the hearings on the bill last
year, and introduced and presided over
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the hearings on the bill this year, is the
one who is best qualified to answer on the
television.

Mr. NEUBERGER. Mr, President, in
connection with the debate which has
been occurring in the last few minutes,
I wish to state that I believe that the
Kennedy-Ervin labor-reform bill which
was passed by the Senate by a vote of
90 to 1 was sound and effective. I be-
lieve it is a better bill than the one which
has now been reported to the House of
Representatives.

As a Senator, I would be very much
pleased to have an opportunity to vote
again for the Senate version of the bill.
I was one of the bipartisan sponsors of
the revised bill of rights which was added
to the Senate bill, and I believe the addi-
tion of that bill of rights was most essen-
tial and necessary.

Again I wish to state that I would be
willing to have an opportunity to vote
again, on another occasion, for the Sen-
ate bill,

WORLD REFUGEE YEAR

Mr. KEATING. Mr. President, one
of the most gratifying aspects of the re-
cently launched World Refugee Year
has been the tremendous support the
project is receiving from interested
groups in the field. One of these, the
Catholic Association for International
Peace, through its committee on social
questions, recently issued a statement
urging full backing for the objectives of
World Refugee Year.

As this outstanding organization
points out: “What the refugee wants
most is to cease being a refugee.” That
is the aim of the World Refugee Year,
to find homes and security for the
world’s homeless.

But the CAIP group added that
“the refugee year cannot be resolved in
1 year.” That, of course, is true, but
it must not deter us from pressing for-
ward with aid and encouragement in the
great task of settling the world’s up-
rooted peoples.

To that end, the CAIP urged Catho-
lics to support the World Refugee Year
by contributing money and clothing to
Catholic relief services—the National
Catholic Welfare Conference, the Inter-
national Catholic Migration Commis-
sion, and other interested groups—as
well as by sponsoring refugees.

This strong backing for the World
Refugee Year will do much to insure the
success of this great, humanitarian cru-
sade in this country.

I ask unanimous consent to have
printed in the Recorp the complete text
of the statement issued on July 24, 1959,
by the committee on social questions,
of the Catholic Association for Interna-
tional Peace.

There being no objection, the state~
ment was ordered to be printed in the
REecorp, as follows:

BSTATEMENT BY THE COMMITTEE ON SOCIAL
QUESTIONS OF THE CATHOLIC ASSOCIATION
FOR INTERNATIONAL PEACE ON THE WORLD
REFUGEE YEAR
The General Assembly of the United Na-

tlons on December 5, 1958, passed a resolu-
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tion urging governments to promote a World
Refugee Year as a practical means of se-
curing Increased assistance for refugees
throughout the world. In the words of the
U.N. resolution, the alms of the World
Refugee Year (which runs from June 28,
1959, to June 30, 1960) are:

(a) To focus Interest on the refugee
problem;

(b) To encourage additional financial
contributions from governments, voluntary
agencies, and the general public;

(¢) To encourage additional opportunities
for permanent refugee solutions through
voluntary repatriation, resettlement, or in-
tegration on a purely humanitarian basis.

The U.N. resolution makes it clear that
the World Refugee Year is to be essentially
a series of national efforts. Approximately
50 governments have already indicated their
endorsement of and support for the ob-
servance, and national committees are being
set up in most countries. In the United
States there has been formed the U.S. Com-
mitte for Refugees whose function is to as-
sist In carrying out the aims of the World
Refugee Year.

Since the beginning of World War II, 40
million men, women, and children have
been displaced from their homelands. The
maajority of these people have either
been resettled in new countries or have
managed to find a means of livellhood in
their present country of asylum. There are,
however, over 5 million refugees who still
need international and local help of one
kind or another in finding a solution to
their problems. They are grouped as fol-
lows: Europe, “hard-core” and new refugees,
140,000; Algerian refugees, 180,000; Palestine
Arab refugees, 1 million; Chinese refugees in
Hong Kong, 1 million; Chinese refugees in
Formosa (Talwan), 250,000; EKoreans, 500,-
000; Vietnamese, 200,000; refugees in Bengal,
1,600,000; refugees in Pakistan, 500,000; Eu-
ropean refugees in China, 10,000.

The 10,000 refugees of European origin in
Communist China are being uprooted for the
second time. After the Red revolution in
Russia, they fled to China and tried to re-
establish their lives. Now they must face
the Communist tyranny in China and try to
begin again in new overseas homelands.

In Europe there are many thousands of
the so-called “hard-core’”—the aged, sick,
and physically handicapped—among the
remnants of the World War II displaced per-
sons. The able bodied have been taken by
immigration countries but these people, who
deserve the pity and help of all, are languish-
ing in camps and countryside, seeking help
to spend the remaining years of their lives
as self-respecting human beings. Many of
these refugees are children who were born
in a camp and whose entire childhood is
spent in an environment dominated by apa-
thy and despair.

Many refugees still lack the basic neces~
gities of life and sometimes even the bare
means of survival. For these help is needed
in the form of food, clothing, and medicines.

For all refugees, some kind of solution is
necessary, whether it be through local re-
settlement, resettlement overseas, placement
in institutions, or by some other means.
Such solutions can be brought about only
through the cooperation of governments in
permitting people to resettle in their lands,
and through financlal assistance to cover
transportation costs, and resettlement ex-
penses,

What a refugee wants most is to cease being
a refugee. It is to this end that the agen-
cles working for refugees direct their serv-
ices, The refugee problem cannot he re-
solved in 1 year, but by focusing attention
on the needs of refugees during this desig-
nated period, many thousands of people can
be helped to reestablish their lives and build
a future for their children,
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On the occasion of the opening of the
World Refugee Year, His Holiness Pope John
XXIIT urged the fullest cooperation on the
part of governments, organizations, and in-
dividuals in supporting the aims of this ob=-
servance. “What kind-hearted man could re-
main indfferent to that sight?" His Holiness
asked. “So many men, women, and even
children, are deprived, without any fault of
their own, of some of the most fundamental
rights of the human person. Families are
divided in spite of their own wishes. Hus-
bands are separated from their wives and
children are kept away from thelr parents.
What a sorrowful anomaly in modern so-
clety, so proud of its technical and soclal
progress. Everybody has the duty to take
this matter to heart and to do whatever is
in his power in order to bring this sad sit-
uation to an end.”

The soclal questions committee of the
Catholic Association for International Peace
supports the objectives of the World Refugee
Year, responds affirmatively to the appeal of
the Holy Father, and urges wholehearted
and effective cooperation with all efforts on
behalf of refugees, in particular those of the
Catholic Relief Services-NCWC and the In-
ternational Catholic Migration Commission.
Among the types of support which suggest
themselves are the publicizing of CRS and
ICMC programs in club meetings, bulletins,
newspapers, etc.; the contribution of money
and clothing to the Catholic Relief Services
and sponsorship of refugees who enter the
United States under its aegls; and personal
efforts of understanding and friendship to-
ward refugees who have been resettled in
this country.

THE THIRD MAJOR LEAGUE

Mr. KEATING. Mr. President, the
announcement that plans are well un-
derway for the formation of a third
major baseball league is good news to
all of us who love this great game. It
is a sign of progress, and is another indi-
cation that the American spirit of in-
itiative and private ingenuity is not
dead. My hat is off to the entrepreneurs
and leaders in the movement for a third
league.

Of course, I have a somewhat selfish
interest in the establishment of the Con-
tinental League, over and beyond the
fact that its creation is a sign of good
health in the baseball world and the
American business world, for one of the
teams in the new league will be located
in New York City, which is literally
thirsting for another big league base=-
ball club.

It is my hope that in the years ahead
another team will also come to Gotham
or its environs, thus giving our Nation’s
largest city the three baseball teams it
wants and can support.

In the meantime, Congress must play
its part, by enacting legislation which
will promote and encourage progress in
baseball, without placing undue Federal
restrictions on it. Such forward-looking
legislation is Senate bill 616, which I
am cosponsoring with the Senator from
Missouri [Mr. HENNINGS] and the Sena-
tor from Illinois [Mr. DIRKSEN].

This bill would do much to clear up
the confusion resulting from Supreme
Court decisions on the status of pro-
fessional team sports under the anti-
trust laws. It would permit baseball,
football, basketball, and hockey to con-
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tinue to provide the thrills and enter-
tainment which so many sports fans
want.

In particular, Senate bill 616 would
not unduly upset the present practices
of baseball. It would not scare investors
away from the third major league. The
bill would, in fact, encourage its estab-
lishment.

I hope the Antitrust Subcommittee,
which recently has concluded hearings
on sports bills, will see fit to report to
the Senate a bill which will recognize
the unique aspects of professional sports,
and thus will aid the formation of the
new league,

An editorial in the Christian Science
Monitor reflects the sentiments of many
of us as the prospect of a third league
opens up. I ask unanimous consent that
it be printed in the REcORD.

There being no objection, the editorial
was ordered to be printed in the Recorb,
as follows:

[From the Christian Science Monitor,
July 29, 1959]
THIRD LEAGUE

It will take some getting used to, but we
are already looking forward to America's first
round-robin World Series in 1964. That’s
the year the founding fathers of the new
Continental Baseball League expect to send
a team into championship competition.

There are a lot of stadiums still to be
built or expanded before the proposed third
major league goes into operation in eight
new United States and Canadian cities. But
we are as confident as the league founders
that the time is ripe for expansion of North
America’s national sport.

Back in 1801 grandstanders said the young
game of baseball could never sustain a sec-
ond major league. But it did. And for 58
years such generally profitable and popular
teams as the New York Yankees and Cleve-
land Indians have been confounding the
early prophets of gloom.

The 1957 departure of the Glants and
Dodgers for San Francisco and Los Angeles
was an indication that the time was again
ripe for the addition of new major league
cities. Strong attendance figures show the
wisdom of such moves.

So many American metropolitan areas have
passed the million mark in population in
the postwar period—or are about to pass it
soon—that it would not be a surprise to
find even fourth-league moves brewing before
long.

Problems? Sure. But none that can't be
solved if the current and future baseball
operators apply themselves to the job. Get
ready, Houston. Toronto’s going to be a
tough team to beat.

SERIOUS EFFECTS ON THE NA-
TIONAL ECONOMY WILL RESULT
FROM CURTAILMENT OF THE
HIGHWAY CONSTRUCTION PRO-
GRAM

Mr. RANDOLPH. Mr. President, I ask
unanimous consent to proceed for 9 min-
utes, in addition to the 3 minutes cus-
tomarily allowed during the morning
hour.

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. Mc-
CarTHY in the chair). Is there objec-
tion? Without objection, it is so or-
dered.

Mr. RANDOLPH. Mr, President, I am
deeply disturbed by the impending and,
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in some cases, the immediate effects of
three stalemates upon the domestic eco-
nomy of this country.

Not only am I deeply disturbed, buf I
believe all other Members of the Senate
share my concern, and certainly it is re-
fleeted in the thinking of people through-
out the country.

I refer to, first, the breakdown of
negotiations between management and
labor in the steel industry has resulted
in the prevailing strike, which, if con-
tinued, holds serious consequences.
Measures applied or said to be “in pros-
pect’”’ to bring about a settlement of the
strike are grossly inadequate. Also, Mr.
President, the views of the administra-
tion and the Congress on housing legis-
lation are at wide variance.

I reiterate a statement previously
made in this Chamber, namely, that men
of understanding can work toward the
desired end of sensible compromise. I
had felt that the Senate had already
done so in the matter of the conference
agreement on the housing bill. Again I
say we can cooperate, when possible, with
the executive branch, but we must not
abdicate.

And, furthermore, I deplore the lack
of positive action and apparent unwil-
lingness or inability to compromise po-
sitions necessary to solve the perplexing
problem of highway finance policy and
programing. It is on this vital sub-
ject that I shall speak in some detail

Before commenting in more specific
terms on the highway program, I state
categorically that there is an imperative
need to bring statesmanship to bear
upon the three stalemates to which ref-
erence has been given because each of
these problems poses a serious and cur-
rent threat to the prosperity and eco-
nomic stability of our country. Indeed,
some of the all too numerous depressed
areas of these United States will become
even more chronic centers of labor sur-
plus and business instability. Many other
such areas will be created unless prompt
and effective measures are devised and
implemented to settle the steel strike,
bring the housing program to fruition,
and dissolve the highway dilemma.

We are approaching an economic dis-
aster period, at least in degree, when we
trifle with progress in the construction
industry of the United States, that in-
dustry dedicating itself to necessary pro-
grams such as highway construction.

Mr. President, I ask unanimous con-
sent to have printed in the Recorp at
this point a portion of the June 1959 col-
umn, “Straight Talk From Washington,”
by A. N. Wecksler, national affairs edi-
tor of the magazine Construction
Equipment.

There being no objection, the article
was ordered to be printed in the REec-
ORD, as follows:

STRAIGHT TALK FroM WASHINGTON
(By A. N. Wecksler)
ROAD PROGRAM GOING BROKE

At current income-outgo ratio, the high-
way trust fund will be short billions of dol=
lars next Yyear. If Congress fails to find &
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source of funds, a slowdown could set in
later this year.

Problem lies in the Byrd amendment. It
gears the road program directly to the yleld
of special highway taxes. These taxes never
were intended to directly match current ex-
penditures. They were designed to pay out
Federal spending over a period of time.

What is needed now is some leeway either
to permit some short-term borrowing until
the tax fund fattens up, or an additional
source of revenue.

NEW LEGISLATION MIRED IN POLITICS

Politics may be a game, but it grows
deadly serious for the construction indus-
try.
President Eisenhower recommends that the
gasoline tax be increased by an additional
cent and a half a gallon. He is opposed to
any action that will increase Federal spend-
ing.

Democratic Congressmen, on the other
hand, are opposed to any increase in taxes.
But they do not want to cross Senator Byrp,
who is a leading figure in Democratic poli-
tics.

As a result, financing for the program has
been drifting, and dangerously so. There
is a general feeling that when the chips
are down and the situation becomes desper-
ate, something will be done. Mr. Congress-
man: It is getting close to the deadline.

SENATOR EANDOLPH PROPOSES REMEDY

Senator JENNINGS RaNpoLPH, Democrat, of
West Virginia, takes a firm position on leg-
islation to keep the program moving.

An advocate of highway improvement
throughout his career, he introduced a bill
to increase the interstate authorization for
1962 from its present level of $2.2 billion to
$2.5 billion, making it equal to suthoriza-
tion for 1960 and 1961,

In addition—and this is the crucial section
of his bill—he proposes to suspend the Byrd
amendment during 1961 and 1962,

Senator RanpoLpH, explaining his position
to me, pointed out that *“the entire future
of the national highway program is in dan-
ger.”

He suggests that a permanent solution to
the highway financing problem be withheld
until the Department of Commerce com-
pletes its study of the cost of highways to
various classes of users, and determines the
benefits derived by both users and nonusers.

In the meantime, the Senator wants the
highway construction job to go ahead at full
speed. He warns that if the program is cut
back, it would have “a very serious impact
on many segments of our economy.”

He warns that “contractors, suppliers of
equipment and materials, and their em-
ployees will be seriously affected if this pro-~
gram is interrupted or delayed.”

Mr. RANDOLPH. Mr. President, Edi-
tor Wecksler has talked straight in his
summary of the serious situation. His
penetrating thoughts are emphasized in
an editorial in the Charleston, W. Va.,
Gazette of July 18, 1959. Irequest unan-
imous permission to place this clear ex-
position of the problem in the RECOrRp
at this juncture in my remarks.

There being no objection, the editorial
was ordered to be printed in the Recorp,
as follows:

EISENHOWER ON WRONG TRACK ON HIGHWAYS;
SimPLE Poricy CHANGE WiLL TURN THE
TRICK
With a display of arrogance, President

Eilsenhower has again called upon Congress

to enact a 115 -cent increase in the gasoline

tax, stating that the two alternative financ-
ing plans proposed by Congress “would be
unacceptable to me.”
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The plans apparently referred to by the
President are (1) that the Byrd amendment
be suspended, thereby making repayable ad-
vances from the general fund to the highway
trust fund possible, and (2) that all road
tax revenues now going into the general fund
be earmarked for the trust fund.

Highway user groups in every State have
formally announced their opposition to the
President's tax-increase plan. Likewise, at
least 29 State governments, West Virginia's
among them, have expressed opposition to
the increase.

In most cases highway users and a goodly
number of the States have taken the posi-
tion that the Federal Government should
meet its recognized highway commitments
from sources of general taxation or through
repayable advances from the general fund
or the highway trust fund.

In defense of its position the administra-
tion has repeatedly said that unless Congress
acts soon, there will be no apportionment of
Federal funds for the Interstate System for
fiscal 1961 and only $500 million will be
apportioned for fiscal 1962. Congress has
already authorized $4.7 billion for these 2
years.

If, as the President says, there won't be
enough money to pay for the 1961-62 build-
ing programs, we still can't subscribe to his
plan of an increase in the Federal gasoline
tax. The gasoline tax, in our opinion, is as
much a State tax as the income tax is a
Federal tax, and the States will need all they
can get from this source to pay for their
share of the interstate program.

As we see it, the best way to finance road-
bullding at the Federal level is to use all
road user taxes for roads. We'll have more
than enough money for the interstates if this
simple change in tax policy is enacted into
law.

Mr. RANDOLPH. Mr, President, the
lack of agreement on a program of
highway finance legislation and the ap-
parent rule-or-ruin attitudes being man-
ifested by gasoline tax increase propo=
nents and bond-issue advocates alike
are most distressing.

I do not contend that the plan incor-
porated in the bill, which I introduced
with the cosponsorship of my colleague
from West Virginia [Mr. Byrp]l and 14
other Senators, is the only proper and
feasible plan, but it is one reasonable
method around which the framework of
a compromise can be constructed by leg-
islators of good will.

That which is important is that our
highways are the links in the chain of
factors which help to maintain our
country’s well-being and assure that all
States share in the benefits of an im-
proved network of interstate highways
and supplementary road development,
including farm-to-market roads.

Mr. President, I recall that on May 11,
1934, I addressed my colleagues in the
U.S. House of Representatives on the
necessity for an expanded network of
highways throughout the country, in-
cluding the important farm-to-market
roads. I said on that occasion, more
than 25 years ago, that the prophet
Isaiah had spoken correctly when he in-
dicated that “there shall be a highway
for the remnant of his people which
shall be left.”

I ask unanimous consent that the re-
marks I made on May 11, 1934, in the
House of Representatives, be included at
this point in the REcorb.
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There being no objection, the state-
ment was ordered to be printed in the
Recorp, as follows:
|From the CONGRESSIONAL RECORD, May 11,

1934]

Mr. RANDOLPH. Mr. Speaker and Members
of the House, more than 3,000 years ago the
great prophet Isalah spoke the following
words: “And there shall be a highway for
the remnant of His people which shall be
left.”

That sentiment was true then. It is doubly
true today; and as we consider this splendid
plece of legislation which will make avail-
able $400 million for a comprehensive high-
way building program for the Natlon, it is
well to discuss the measure from a broad
viewpoint and not from the standpoint of
narrow sectionallsm. In my State of West
Virginia, we shall receive a smaller amount
than many other States, but upon passage
of this bill there will be spent in West Vir-
ginia millions of dollars for roads which
shall not only serve the larger cities of the
State but smaller rural sections will benefit.

There was a time in West Virginia when we
were more or less of a sectional people, one
part of the State feeling its problems were
foreign to the other regions. A man was said
to come from the northern or eastern pan-
handles or live south of the Kanawha River.
But today, because of the splendid road sys-
tem which has brought West Virginia out of
the mud, opened up new markets, and
brought our various sections closer together,
we are a united people, and a citizen who
lives in our Commonwealth is simply a West
Virginian, White ribboned with excellent
roads, our people have become neighbors even
though miles upon miles separate their own
firesides.

In a discussion of this measure on the floor
of the House of Representatives, I have re-
gretted to hear opponents of the provisions
remark that the great industrial States
should have the most roads, and that sec-
tions not populated so densely should have
little.

This to my mind is not the right type
of logic to use at this time, because all sec-
tions of America will benefit directly or in-
directly from the use of this money for a
widespread roadbuilding program.

America gets 1ts money’s worth when funds
of the Federal Government are used for
highway construction. In a time when our
Nation should receive back something sub-
stantial for its expenditures we will have
under this bill roads which will be perma-
nent to a marked degree and which will serve
for years and years to come. In the national
forests of West Virginia thousands of dollars
will be also provided under provisions of
this legislation which will make more acces-
sible to tourists from other States a vast
wonderland which today is just coming into
its own.

I was glad to support the amendment to
the bill which makes it mandatory that 25
percent of the money be used on country
feeder roads. It is well to have great trunk
lines, but we must remember to look after
the welfare of the farming sections that they
can have a year-round outlet to the markets
for their products. Under this amendment
this is taken care of as it rightly should be,
for we must bring to the man at the forks of
the roads his share of these needed improve-
ments which makes for a happler people.

This legislation aids in taking care of the
unemployed of our Nation. It is estimated
that 85 percent of each road dollar expended
goes into labor of some sort. It aims to cure
a condition, and does it well because the
results will not be temporary, but will re-
main to redeem and further the best in-
terests of a progressive people.
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Mr. RANDOLPH. Mr. President, I re-
call efforts by Members of the Congress
who joined in the challenging movement
to advance an adequate national high-
way system, and I feel strongly that our
progress to date gives evidence of the
importance of such construction.

The road program created jobs in the
1957-58 recession period for the building
trades directly involved in construction
of the highways, but that was not the
whole story. Contractors geared their
organizations with care and purchased
equipment which, in turn, fed back to
the factories and provided employment
for thousands of workers in many States.
Producers of cement, asphalt, coal, steel,
electrical cable, paint—whole indus-
tries—felt the quick injection of demand
created by this construction acceleration.

It seems to be the thinking of some
persons that the road program carried
us over a rough spot in our economy, and
that we can now afford to slacken the
construction pace. Others seem to be-
lieve that if we cut back on highways now
it will be a means of reducing the pres-
sures of inflation. A proposal which
emanated a few days ago from the House
Ways and Means Committee was termed
a “stretchout,” a drastic changing of the
concept of the 1956 Hichway Act, which
established a schedule of authorizations
for the interstate program through the
year 1969. This latest proposal would
require revising the 1956 Highway Act
schedule to extend authorizations
through 1975. This, therefore, would be
a 6-year stretchout in construction.
It differs from the so-called 4-year
stretchout referred to by some mem-
bers of the Ways and Means Committee,
but which actually is a proposed 4-year
extension in the life of the taxes which
provide the revenue for the highway
trust fund.

What, indeed, would be the effects of a
drastic stretchout of the road pro-
gram? Actually, however, “stretchout”
is the wrong term to be applied. The
term “cutback” fits the situation more
appropriately. This is true because we
are constantly using our roads, and un-
less we meet the schedule of real needs
for new ones, we are actually cutting
back on the highway network that will
be available for use by our commerce, our
industry, and our citizens in the years
immediately ahead.

As a matter of fact, the House Ways
and Means Committee proposal is predi-
cated upon revision in the schedule of
authorizations and calls for the most
severe cutbacks to occur in the years
immediately ahead. The 1961 appor-
tionment—scheduled to be made this
summer—would be reduced from $2.5
billion to $600 million; the 1962 appor-
tionment would be reduced from $2.2 bil-
lion to $1.4 billion. In subsequent years,
the annual apportionments would be in-
creased gradually, reaching the $2 bil-
lion plateau in 1967 and going on to the
peak level of $2.4 billion in 1972.

Throughout the program, the appor-
tionments in the House Ways and Means
report would run below the level estab-
lished for the current fiscal year, Dam=
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aging effects of the delay could be min-
imized by a gradual and orderly reduc-
tion in the speed of the program, but the
Ways and Means proposal involves not a
gradual drop but, rather, a sharp and
severe reduction in construction activ-
ity to be followed by a slow gradation
rebuilding.

But let us consider for a moment a
cutback and what it would do in the
highway construction program. It
would cut it down to a trickle as one
would the flow of water from a spigot.
It might be the mistaken idea of some
individuals that, at a future date—per-
haps a year or two from now—we might
turn on the construction “spigot” again
with full force and that this would com-
fortably provide a backlog of public
spending if national employment falters.

This may sound good in theory, but the
facts are far different.

From Mike Spronck, editor of Con-
struetion Equipment, a magazine pub-
lished for the heavy construction indus-
try, I borrow the observation that if we
cut back severely on road construction
now it very well could be even more
tragic than if we had not started the
program at all. He points out that con-
struction industry units helped mate-
rially in leading the way out of the re-
cession by hiring, buying, and investing
heavily to meet their responsibilities to-
ward what was described to them by
their Government as a long-term, stable
highway program.

If there is a sharp cutback now many
contractors will face liquidation very
rapidly. They have purchased huge
quantities of heavy equipment, and they
are still buying on the basis of the high
level of road construction pledged on our
National-States program for the years
ahead. If we are to slacken the sched-
ule by a half—or even by a quarter—
they will stop buying, they will stop hir-
ing, and some will be squeezed out of
business. Many contractors have bor-
rowed heavily to acquire equipment
based on a broad program set down as
public policy. If these programs are cut
back, they will be unable to meet their
payments. They will default—and it
will be necessary because, to a degree,
their Government defaulted on them.

But, Mr. President, this distressing
cycle will not stop with the contractor.
It will ripple into a crippling storm to
engulf this eountry’s economy. It will
come as & real shock to the people of my
State of West Virginia, not only to the
contractors and men who have found
employment with their organizations,
but to other businessmen and people
generally who look upon roads and other
forms of modern communications as the
way to a better life.

What else happens in a cutback?
First, there is waste. Momentum is lost.
Enthusiasm is drained, and those who
fought for the road program—nursed it
from an idea to a program adopted by
the Congress, will feel cheated.

In practical terms, those close to the
construction industry inform me that if
the volume of road work is slashed in
half the volume of equipment sales will
be reduced by 75 percent. Then, too, the
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work force in road construction will re=
flect any reduction which may be made
in the overall road program. Dollars
taken away from highway construction
will mean fewer jobs, less materials
purchased.

If we break faith with the workers on
construction projects, with the contrac-
tors who have invested heavily in equip-
ment, with the manufacturers of equip-
ment and materials who have stepped up
their productivity—if we force any seg-
ment of these investors in America into
liquidation or bankruptcy isn't it quite
likely and equally as natural that they
will be very reluctant to listen to their
Government when, in the near future,
the decision might be made to turn the
construetion authorization and funding
“spigot” on again?

This is not a time to be moving back-
ward—or even sideways. Unless we
build for the future there will be a void
in the progress about which we talk
because there is little real forward mo-
tion without a progressive road program,
a program in fact and in being.

I recall that the Interstate and De-
fense Highway System was created with
all of the fervor of a bold new venture
that would insure our future economic
strength. Mr, President, I cannot re-
main silent and be a witness to its demise
without seeking to engender a struggle
at least equal in intensity to the efforts
of those who launched the program.

There are other important factors to
be taken into account in considering the
question of maintaining, stretching out
or cutting back the highway program.

The American Road Builders’ Associa-
tion, in its ARBA news flash of August 3,
1959, notes that the organization has
assembled a summary of the effects of a
6-year “stretch out” such as that pro-
posed by the House Ways and Means
Committee for the Interstate and De-
fense Highway System. These effects
are pertinent and worthy of the careful
attention and consideration of the Mem-
bers of Congress.

Mr. President, I ask unanimous con-
sent to include at the conclusion of these
remarks the material which I have found
most informative as presented by the
news bulletin of the American Road
Builders’ Association, as published on
August 3, 1959.

There being no objection, the article
was ordered to be printed in the RECorbp,
as follows:

ARBA News Frass
1. LOSS OF HUMAN LIFE

The National BSafety Council estimates
that a 1-year delay at this stage in the con-
struction of the Interstate System would re-
sult in the loss of 5,700 lives during the
period 1960-70. The 6-year stretchout plan
is, of course, not the same as a 6-year stop-
‘page of work, so the cost in lives is not
6 times 5,700. However, since the Ways and
Means proposal calls for serlous cuthbacks
during the next 3 years and less severe cut-
backs thereafter, it seems reasonable to as-
sume that 3 times 5,700—or 17,100 lives—
would be a conservative approximation of
the loss of life caused by a 6-year stretchout.

2. OTHER ACCIDENT LOSSES

Accident costs on U.S. highways amount

to 1 cent per vehicle mile, or roughly 1214

CONGRESSIONAL RECORD — SENATE

cents for every gallon af gasoline consumed
in highway travel. Accident costs on high
standard controlled-access highways are re-
duced to about 0.4 cent per vehicle mile, or,
for a completed Interstate System carrying
200 million vehicle-miles per year, an acci-
dent cost saving of $1.2 billlon annually.
Again using the factor of three to approxi-
mate the effect of the proposed 6-year
stretchout, the cost of the stretchout in
terms of accident costs would be $3.6 billion,

3. OPERATING COSTS

Savings in fuel, tires, wear and tear,
wages, maintenance, etc., vary greatly de-
pending on the kind of vehicle operated and
the nature of the parallel highway with
which the interstate standard highway s
being compared. Preliminary studies indi-
cate a saving in operating costs of 8500
million annually for passenger cars and $750
million annually for commercial vehicles.
The cost of the stretchout in potential sav-
ings lost to highway users is estimated to
be not less than $3.7 billion.

4. LOSS TO THE NATIONAL ECONOMY

The effect of the stifiing of the national
economy cannot be assigned a dollar value.
It can be said, however, that the Interstate
System’s function as a complete, integrated
network linking the principal centers of
population and industry—thus encouraging
the growth and dispersal of industry and
facilitating commerce—has an Iimportance
to the overall economy which is of even
greater magnitude than the direct benefits
to highway users. One important effect
within metropolitan areas will be to improve
the ability of the worker to travel greater
distances to and from work in less time, thus
increasing the flexibility of the labor force.

5. LOSS TO THE NATIONAL DEFENSE

The Interstate System will:

(a) Encourage the dispersal of industrial
plants, making them less vulnerable to at-
tack, and improve our means of delivering
vital war materials.

(b) Provide routes in, through, and
around major centers of population sultable
for the mass movements of military and
civilian personnel.

{c) Provide overland mobility for specific
military missions.

6. DIRECT COSTS OF A CUTBACK

The immediate effects of a severe cutback
on State highway departments and the high-
way industry would vary greatly from State
to State, depending on whether there is a
backlog of unobligated funds. The disrup-
tion of program schedules would mean that:

Highway departments would have to dis-
charge trained and experienced engineering
staffs, and abandon options held on right-
of-way for which no purchase funds are
forthcoming.

Construction would be suspended on many
routes, leaving facilities already in place un-
connected.

Contractors would lay off employees and
suspend payment on equipment being pur-
chased on time-purchase plans.

Manufacturers of equipment and suppliers
of material would retrench and lay off work-
ers.

The cost of remobilizing trained Ilabor
forces and reequipping contractors would
add millions of dollars to the ultimate cost
of the Interstate System.

Rising land values would result in rising
costs in purchasing right-of-way, further in-
creasing the ultimate cost of the system.

Mr. GORE. Mr. President, I hope my
colleagues will observe in the REcorb,
and will read and study, the very timely
remarks of the distinguished senior Sen-

‘ator from West Virginia [Mr. RanporrH],

a member of the Subcommittee on Roads,
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on the subject of our highway program.
I suggest this because of my deep feel-
ing that the Congress must not adjourn
without preventing the proposed
“stretchout” or the stoppage, as the
case may be, of our important, vital
national defense and interstate highway
program.

Mr. YARBOROUGH. Mr. President,
will the Senator yield?

Mr. GORE. Iyield.

Mr. YARBOROUGH. The leadership
of the distinguished junior Senator from
Tennessee is well known on the subject
of highway construction. The Senator
is the author of the accelerated High-
way Program Act of 1958.

I should like to ask the Senator to
explain briefly what has caused the sud-
den shift by the administration, from
its former position to its present posi-
tion, within the space of a few months’
time, so that the administration sud-
denly cries, “Wolf, wolf; we have to stop
everything.” 1Is it not a fact that a few
months ago the Bureau of Roads was
putting out to the States estimates of
what amounts in contracts the States
could make next year?

Mr. GORE. There are several strange
and unexplained occurrences related to
this subject. One of those is the com=-
pilation of the telegrams from all the
State highway departments, released by
the White House and inserted in the
CONGRESSIONAL REcorp by the distin-
guished junior Senator from Illinois.

The problem is created by the diver-
sion of revenues from the highway user
taxes to purposes other than highways.
Only 42 cents of each dollar of revenues
from the highway user taxes are budget-
ed, by the President’s budget, for high-
way construction purposes. If we would
allocate even a major portion of the
revenues from the highway user taxes
which are not now being used for high-
ways, the trust fund would be sufficient
t,ucln keep the highway program on sched-

e

As the able junior Senator from Texas
knows, I proposed an amendment to do
exactly that, which I believe the Sena-
tor supported, along with the senior
Senator from West Virginia.

Mr. YARBOROUGH, Idid. Mr. Pres-
ident, will the distinguished Senator
from Tennessee yield further?

Mr. GORE. I yield further.

Mr. YARBOROUGH. Has the distin-
guished Senator from Tennessee had an
opportunity to have a study made with
regard to the amount of employment
created by the accelerated highway pro-
gram of 1958? We see many statements
to the effect that the national recovery
and the national employment rates
simply take a turn for the better by
themselves. I personally think the ac-
celerated highway program—the hous-
ing program which was passed last year
and resulted in the construction of 200,~
000 homes more than would have been
constructed except for the liberalized
Housing Act of 1958—and other demo-
cratic measures have stimulated the re-
covery and have largely brought about
the increased employment in comparison
to the unemployment of 1958.

Mr. GORE. I agree.
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Mr. YARBOROUGH., Has the distin-
guished Senator from Tennessee made
any study with regard to the new em-
ployment created by the accelerated
highway program?

Mr. GORE. Yes, I have some statis-
tics on that. I do not have them readily
at hand. They are in my office.

I will say to the Senator the statistics
support the thesis of the junior Senator
from Texas that the highway construc-
tion program has been one of the major
contributing factors toward the recovery
of our national economy.

However, I wish to point out that we
have not completely recovered from the
recession, There is still widespread un-
employment. It is entirely too wide-
spread. A continuation of restrictive
monetary policies and a continuation of
restrictive economic policies will inevi-
tably bring about a recurrence of our
troubles.

Mr. YARBOROUGH. Mr. President,
I should like to address a question jointly
to the distinguished junior Senator from
Tennessee and the distinguished senior
Senator from West Virginia [Mr. Ran-
poLpH] with regard to this problem, since
I did not have the benefit of hearing all
of the speech of the distinguished Sena-
tor from West Virginia.

Does either Senator have a breakdown
with regard to the highway money ex-
pended, to show the portion which was
spent for wages and the portion which
was spent for materials, including steel,
cement, and other items—or other per-
tinent facts of the impact of highway
construetion on the economy?

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The
time of the Senator from Tennessee has
expired.

Mr. YARBOROUGH. Mr. President,
I ask unanimous consent that the Sen-
ator from Tennessee may be granted 3
additional minutes,

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there
objection to the request of the Senator
from Texas? The Chair hears none,
and it is so ordered.

Mr. GORE, Mr. President, I yield to
the senior Senator from West Virginia.

Mr. RANDOLPH. I should like to
preface my reply to the query of the
junior Senator from Texas [Mr, Yagr-
BOROUGH] by expressing appreciation to
the well informed Senator from Ten-
nessee, who knows the subject of high-
way legislation perhaps as well as any
Member of Congress. I am grateful for
his reference to the remarks which I
made earlier today in this body. I was
glad to support his proposal for the
dedication of the user taxes, in order
that funds might be provided for con-
tinuance of the program so necessary to
the sustained strengthening of our econ-
omy through vital road construction.

Mr. GORE. I thank the Senator,
Will he not agree that, had this amend-
ment been enacted, the crisis in the
highway program which now faces the
Congress would have been met and
avoided? X

Mr. RANDOLPH.
ator is correct.

Specifically, in reply to my beloved col-
league from Texas, I believe that the
figures to which reference has been made

Of course the Sen-
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are important. The highway construc-
tion dollar, since 1957, has been expended
on an average of 27 percent for labor, 44
percent for materials, and 30 percent for
equipment and overhead.

It is important to note, foo, that 228
million man-hours of work have been
provided, amounting to a payroll of $500
million, for each $1 billion of highway
investment expenditure.

Furthermore, the figures furnished me
also demonstrate that each $1 billion of
highway construction contributes to
gross national product as follows: 510,000
tons of steel, 995,000 tons of bituminous
madterial, 16 million barrels of cement,
18,345,000 pounds of explosives, 76,415~
000 tons of aggregate, and 122,000,794
gallons of petroleum products.

For each $1 billion in excess of the an-
nual rate of $5.8 billion of highway con-
struction, the gross national product has
had contributed to it 345,584 pieces of
construction equipment and 22,500 ve-
hicles—ears and trucks.

The emergency highway funds appro-
priated in 1958—all of which were used
by the States—provided 137 million
man-hours of employment.

Mr. YARBOROUGH. Mr President, I
wish to express my appreciation to both
the distinguished Senator from Tennes-
see [Mr. Gorel and the distinguished
Senator from West Virginia [Mr. Ran-
poLpH] for their contributions on this
subject. It was my privilege to be a co-
author, under the leadership of the dis-
tinguished junior Senator from Tennes-
see last year, of the accelerated highway
program; and I supported his proposal
this year to finance if.

I join in the words of commendation
he has for the distinguished Senator
from West Virginia, for the part he
played in helping to bring about a sound
and accelerated highway program.

SEPARATION IN THE NATIONAL
BUDGET OF EXPENSE ITEMS FROM
CAPITAL ITEMS

Mr., BENNETT. Mr. Presidenf, on
Monday our colleague, the senior Senator
from New York [Mr. Javirs] addressed
the Senate at length. In the course of
his speech he touched on an idea which
has been of interest on and off to men in
Government for a long time, the idea of
changing the pattern of the budget to
separate what might be called expense
items from what might be designated
capital items.

At least two bills have been intro-
duced in the Senate this year requiring
such a change in procedure.

On July 2, 1959, I addressed a letter
to the Honorable Maurice H. Stans, Di-
rector of the Bureau of the Budget, com-
menting on these two bills, and on the
basic idea of capital budgeting in light
of the statement made by the Senator
from New York. I think his reply would
be of interest to the Senate.

I ask unanimous consent that there
may be printed in the body of the REcorp
following these remarks of mine my letter
fo Mr. Stans and the reply of the Bureau
of the Budget to me on the general sub-
ject of capital budgeting.
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There being no objection, the letters
were ordered to be printed in the REcorp,
as follows:

JuLY 2, 1859,
Hon. MAURICE H. STaNs,
Director, Bureau of the Budget,
Washington, D.C.

Dear MR. STANs: At least two bills—S. 1244
(Mr, MorsE and others), and S. 1560 (Mr.
HumMprHREY)—have been introduced in the
Senate and companion bills to 8. 1244 have
been introduced in the House during this ses=
sion of Congress to provide for capital budget-
ing by the Federal Government. These pro-
posals would require a separation of current
operating expenditures from capital invest-
ments in budget reporting. For your ref-
erence, the comments of the authors of the
SBenate bills appear on pages 3009-3103 of the
CONGRESSIONAL REcorp for March 2, 1959, and
on pages 52256-5228 of the REcorp for March
25, 1959.

It seems to me that this matter of capital
budgeting must have been carefully consid-
ered by students of public finance and by ex-
perts on budgeting. Though I have some
initial views of my own regarding this pro-
posal, I would like to have the views of im-
partial judges as to the merits of capital
budgeting. What are your views?

I will appreciate your comments on this
proposal.

Sincerely,
WaLLACE F. BENNETT.

EXECUTIVE OFFICE OF
THE PRESIDENT,
BUREAU OF THE BUDGET,
Washington D.C., July 15, 1959,
Hon. WaLrace F. BENNETT,
U.S. Senate, Washington, D.C.

My Dear SENATOR BENNETT: I have your
letter of July 2, 1959, inquiring about the
merits of capital budgeting. This subject
has been debated and written about by many
people over a period of years, as indicated
in the enclosed copy of a recent bibliography
on the subject prepared by the Bureau of
the Budget Library. This list, while not
exhaustive, contains a representative sample
of professional and other views. It is the
predominant view among the experts, par-
ticularly those writing after World War II,
that separate financing of capital items in
the Federal budget would be undesirable and
improper.

This does not imply that a separate listing
of capital-type expenditures is undesirable.
In fact, the budget document has included
just such a lsting for every year since 1949,
in a special analysis in part IV. Enclosed is
a reprint of that special analysis from the
1960 budget (pp. 947 to 956). You will
note that in this analysis budget expendi-
tures are divided into the following four
major classes: Additions to Federal assets,
expenditures for other developmental pur-
poses, current expenses for aids and special
services, and other services and current op-
erating expenses.

Nelther does opposition to capital budget-
ing imply that we should not segregate capi-
tal and current expenditures in analyzing
program operations and costs. We have been
aware for some time of the advantages of
accrual accounting and, where appropriate,
the use of cost-type budgets which involve
separate accounts for current and capital
costs. The budget document contains cost-
type budgets for a number of Federal activi-
ties, and our continuing efforts to improve
Government accounting should result in an
extension of this practice.

However, 5. 1244 and 8. 1560 seem to imply
much more than this. Judging from the
views expressed in the CONGRESSIONAL RECORD
references which you cited, S. 1244 and S.
1560 would not only provide separate listing
but separate financing of capital invest-
ments. Some of the following comments are
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indicative of the objections to this proposal.

Prof. Jesse Burkhead, of Syracuse Univer-
sity, in his book “Government Budgeting”
(John Wiley & Sons, Inc.,, New York, 1956)
says:

“The capital budget is a variety of double
budget. * * * Double budgets, almost with-
out exception, have had their origin in at-
tempts to justify loan finance, so that the
extraordinary portion, or the nonrecurring
portion, or the capital portion could be
identified to serve as a rationalization, sound
or unsound as the case might be, for govern-
ment borrowlng” (p. 182).

Again on page 207 Mr. Burkhead com-
ments: “Beyond doubt, a capital budget can
serve as a satisfying ritual to support deficit
finanecing.”

Richard Goode and Eugene Birnbaum in
an article on “Government Capital Budgets”
{International Monetary Fund. Staff Papers,
February 1956, vol. 5, pp. 23-46) point out:

“Expenditures in the capital budget may be
covered to a large extent by borrowing; but,
since assets are being acquired, this borrow-
ing may not be considered a form of deficit
finance. Expenditures assigned to the capi-
tal budget may therefore escape partly or en-
tirely the usual political checks.”

Senator Harry F. Byrp wrote in the Tax
Digest in 1953 (November 1953, vol. 31, p. 378)
in answer to Mr. Beardsley Ruml’s plan for
capital budgeting (“A Budget Reform Pro-
gram,” the Seventh Co., Inc., New York,
19563) :

“To contend that such Government ex-
penditures [i.e., investment expenditures]
may be capitalized and amortized outside
the Federal budget, as in business, requires a
whole series of fallacious assumptions.

“The Ruml proposal would set back
budgetary disclosure 20 years, to a point
where government corporations were spring-
ing up overnight as a sort of fourth branch
of government, conducting so-called busi-
ness-type operations by the exploitation
of Federal credit completely outside of
budgetary appropriations, account, or any
other fiscal control.”

As for my own opinion, I have already in-
dicated that analysis of Government pro-
grams and costs with respect to capital versus
current outlays can be helpful in budgeting,
but that separate (or loan) financing of
capital items would probably be a mistake.
I expressed some additional views in a recent
interview published by U.S. News & World
Report, as follows:

“There would be quite a problem of defi-
nitlon as to what is really a capital invest-
ment. Investments made by the Govern-
ment in many types of long-lived assets may
nevertheless involve things that shouldn’t be
capltalized. Military facilities and equip-
ment of one kind or another may never have
the characteristics of assets that should be
capitalized,

“You don’t necessarily get a tremendous
change in the budget results if you change
from the single-section form of budget to
the dual form, because over a period of years
the items that you capitalize have to come
back into the operating budget, a portion
each year, as depreciation” (May 4, 1959, pp.
72-76).

We appreciate your interest in obtaining
information in the important subject and we
hope this letter will be of some help to you.

Sincerely yours,
MAvURICE H. STANS,
Director.

THE FISCAL RECORD OF THE DEMO-
CRATIC CONGRESS

Mr. MANSFIELD., Mr. President, the

July 28 issue of the Wall Street Journal

takes exception to the view of the ma-

CONGRESSIONAL RECORD — SENATE

jority leader, the Senator from Texas
[Mr. Jornson], that the 86th Congress
will trim one-half a billion dollars from
the President’s budget. The editorial ob-
jects not because the Congress has cub
funds sought by the Eisenhower admin-
istration, but because in the process we
will also rearrange the budget. Con-
gress has this responsibility, and the
legislative branch of the Government will
exercise it now, as it has in the past.
Neither the Constitution nor statute—
nor even legend—indicates that any offi-
cer of the executive branch has superior
knowledge on the needs of the people.

I ask unanimous consent that the Wall
Street Journal editorial be printed at
this point in my remarks in the RECORD.

There being no objection, the editorial
was ordered to be printed in the REcorp,
as follows:

RepvcinGg AL OVER

Once there was this lady, and doubtless
still is, who complained to her dietitian that
no matter how many inches she managed to
take off here she always seemed to put a like
number on there. So her welght remained
pretty much the same.

We were reminded of the lady when we
read of Senator JoHwNsON's talk over the
radio about spending. The majority leader
predicted that Congress would reduce the
President’s 1060 fiscal budget of $77 billion
by around 8500 million.

Now a trim in spending of even $500 mil-
lion is not to be laughed at; indeed, it might
even allow the taxpayers to loosen their own
belts a bit. The trouble is, though, that
Senator JoHNsON’'s estimated trim of the
President’s request is only half the story.

For Congress has a hablt of cutting down
on what Presidents want to spend and then
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putting another dish on the table just as
fattening. In the end, the grocery bill is as
large as ever,

In fact, Senator Jouwnsonw predicted that
three spending requests of the President—de-
fense; health, education and welfare; and
public works—will be fattened by Congress
by anywhere from $340 million to $500 mil-
lion because Congress thinks more money
ought to be spent in those fields.

‘Well, we're sure the reader gets the gen-
eral idea. And we hope they won't spend any
of the money Senator JoHNSON plans to save
from the President’s budget until he reveals
how Congress budget is going to look after
the weight is shifted from here to there.

Mr. MANSFIELD. Mr. President, I
invite attention to the following table,
which shows the record of the Demo-
cratic Congresses in removing the excess
from the Eisenhower budgets for the
past 4 fiscal years. The changes that
were made by Congress have helped re-
place “fat” with “muscle.” The 84th and
85th Congresses have made an impres-
sive record in reducing the administra-
tion’s request for funds as submitted to
Congress.

Reductions in
budget requests
Fiscal year 1956.caacvaneaca $2, 075, BOT, 000
Fiscal year 1957 oo oo 257, 495, 000

Fiscal year 1958 o oceeeu-- - B, 043, 458, 000
Fiscal year 1959 .occeccccna 617, 242, 000

Mr. President, I ask unanimous con-
sent to have printed at this point in my
remarks a set of statistical tables indi-
cating the status of appropriation bills
up to the present time.

There being no objection, the tables
were ordered to be printed in the Recorbp,
as follows:

86th Cong., 15t sess., appropriation bills, fiscal year 1980—Compm ison of budgel estimales

and bills azs of Aug. &

, 19569

Increase () or
Amount in -},
Budget esti- bill sent to | conference bill
mate White House | compared to
budget esti-
mate
Bmi\ 501:1. tﬁ White House or at substantially final figure: o
griculture_______ 081, 364, 863 071,362,673 | -
Atomie Enersy Commission 2, 718, 715, 000 e 023: il-m’mwj
C 732, 191, 000 712, 672, 900 -19, 528, 100
Defensc --| 39, 248, 200, 000 | 30, 228, 239, 000 =18, 961, 000
District of Columbia (Federal § el I 34, 218, 000 27, 218, 000 =7, 000, 000
General Guvernment matters , GOS8, , 463, 500 — 145, 000
I dent offices 6, 584, 188, 000 | ! 6, 517, 1562, 200 —{i7, 035, 800
Interlor i 491, 101, 400 481, 809, 100 —9, 202, 300
Labor-HEW —-| 8,756,848, 581 | 4,016,101, 981 258, 253, 400
Legislative..__. 133,648, 180 | 128, 707, 880 —4, 850,
State, Justice, and Judiciary 682, 387, 600 48, 941, 200 —33, 446, 400
Treasury-Post Office 4, 688, 327, 000 | 4, 643, 363, 000 =44, 064, 000
Bubtotal 63, 164, 708, 124 | 63, 072, 149, 934 =02, 648, 190
Amount Jr‘i?gfi‘
£
Bills pomling in Senate and House: u;:?‘;?finuu
Puhi ic works. _ s $} 2’8"‘. lﬂﬂ,ﬁu;g $1, 265, 565, 550 -+480, 150, 300
M ilit constnloﬁﬁn 3 1, 56%, %;: 000 .i' bl 108- T
Mutual security 3 4,436. 277,000 | 43,191, 782,000 | —1, 244, 495, 000
Total 71, 667, 771, 938 | 68, 605, 683,601 |- eeemeeeooeees

1 One amendment in conference.
2 In conference on language item,
? Includes $500,000,000 for 1961,

4 House bill,

ST. LOUIS GLOBE-DEMOCRAT PAYS
TRIBUTE TO OREGON CENTEN-
NIAL CELEBRATION
Mr. NEUBERGER. Mr. President,

the St. Louis Globe-Democrat has pub-

lished an outstanding article in its edi-

tion of August 2, 1959, about the cen-
tennial celebration of Oregon’s member-
ship in the Union. Author of this fine
and comprehensive article is Mr. Joseph
A. Jost, travel editor of the St. Louis
Globe-Democrat, who recently visited
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our State. I ask unanimous consent
that his article from the Globe-Demo-
crat be printed in the RECORD.

Mr. Jost's article heralds not only the
Centennial Exhibition and Trade Fair,
but also the magnificent outdoor gran-
deur of seacoast and mountain range,
which makes Oregon premier among the
50 States in these majestic essentials.

There being no objection, the article
was ordered to be printed in the REcorbp,
as follows:

OrecoN CELEBRATING ITS 100TH BIRTHDAY

(By Joseph A, Jost)

PorTLAND, OnreG.—The bustling city of
roses s in a festive mood inspired by the
visiting throng here for the State Centen-
nial Exposition, which opened in June and
continues through September 17.

The Northwest Orlent airliner that I
boarded in Minneapolis after my flight from
St. Louis on the Braniff line, set down on
one of the most beautiful and modern air-
ports in the Nation. Ten lines operate out
of the International Airport here, which was
completed in 1958.

Portland is the largest dry cargo port on
the Pacific Coast. The city is rapidly grow-
ing in importance as a distribution cen-
ter for the Paclfic Northwest, Alaska, and
Hawall.

Mount Hood with its snow-covered peak is
the highest point in Oregon, and stands
like a sentinel overlooking the metropolitan
area of Portland about 60 miles away.

MANY EXHIBITS

The exposition grounds that cover a 65-
acre tract between the Columbia and Wil-
lamette Rivers, is just a short way from this
city.

The attractions include 20 exhibits from
foreign countries, emphasizing exotic goods,
industrial progress, history, and art. The
building representing the forest industries
is the largest plece on the grounds.

The Army Engineers' 40-foot working
model of a hydroelectric dam, push-button
dream house of tomorrow, atomic display
and a model of the Vanguard satellite are
among tt‘le most interesting exhibits.

Oregon hag a great variety of outdoor recre-
ation areas, that begin at sea level on
smooth, sandy Pacific beaches and stretch
inland across the snow-tipped 'Cascade
Mountains, and then wind through high
central plateaus, upward to the lofty Blue
and Wallowa Mountains of the northeast.

The centennial wagon train that left Inde-
pendence, Mo, in the spring is due to arrive
at the town of the same name in Oregon, on
August 15. Independence, a community of
about 2,100 persons, is about 8 miles south
of Oregon's capital, Salem.

SCENE FASCINATING

One of the most fascinating sights on my
itinerary was the scene at Multnomah Falls.
The falls in a setting of splendor plunges
620 feet over the sheer palisades.

About midway up Mount Hood is Timber-
line Lodge, an impressive resort and a fa-
vorite with ski enthusiasts. Skiing is good
from early fall to late June at this year-
round playground. Featured is a heated
swimming pool to lure guests even in the
dead of winter,

Just west of Bend and near the seat of
the State government, Salem, are the three
Sister Mountains that are perpetually covered
with snow. The McKenzie River area is
famous for fishing, hunting, skiing, swim-
ming, and other sports for every mood.

The Armitage State Park is 5 miles from
Eugene. Crater Lake is one of those won-
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ders of nature. More than 21 square miles,
the lake is surrounded by towering walls 500
to 2,000 feet above the water.

Medford is in the exciting Rogue River
Valley where devotees of Ike Walton may
get the thrills of thelr lives in the lakes
and streams. Majestic Mount Thielson tow-
ers above trout-fllled Diamond Lake.

Mysterious Oregon Caves 50 miles from
Grants Pass is just like a mountain of marble
within a mountailn. On the grounds is a
beautiful chateau offering modern facilities
to tourists who wish to stay over.

Coos Bay is the heart of the renowned rec-
reation area of lakes, streams, mountains and
beaches. It is classed as the world's largest
shipping port for lumber and the center of
striped bass fishing in Oregon.

Further up the coast s the recreational
center of Newport. The harbor is sheltered,
which makes it ideal for sun bathing, surf-
riding, and swimming. As in other areas, it
is excellent for fishing and boating.

A 2-mile concrete promenade runs along
the beach of Oregon's northern resort of
Seadside. Many motels, cottages and apart-
ments offer accommodations for the tourists.

Astoria, the northernmost town, estab-
lished in 1811 as a fur trading post, is the
West's first city. This s the home of Tongue
Point Naval Base and Maritime Reserve Fleet.

SMALL BUSINESS ADMINISTRATION
LOANS TO THE POULTRY INDUS-
TRY

Mr. WILLIAMS of Delaware. Mr.
President, recently I have been rather
critical of the fact that there were six
different agencies of the Government
lending money to poultry farmers to ex-
pand production at a time when the in-
dustry is already overproduced and
poultry is selling at an all-time low.

One of the agencies criticized was the
Small Business Administration. Mr.
Barnes, the Administrator, has replied
and has made an effort to justify the
situation.

It should be noted that the Depart-
ment of Agriculture during the past T
months has spent about $19 million to
support the prices of eggs and poultry.

First, I should like to read briefly
from Mr. Barnes' reply. Later I shall
ask to have the full letter incorporated
in the RECORD.

The great majority of our loans to firms
in the poultry industry have been made to
processors of poultry and poultry products
rather than to producers of these same prod-
ucts. To a large extent, therefore, the funds
which we have loaned to the poultry indus-
try have not contributed to the expansion
of production.

Commenting on that statement, let
me say that Mr. Barnes has either a
complete lack of knowledge as to what
is going on in his own agency or a lack
of knowledge as to the operations of
the poultry industry, or he is deliber-
ately trying to confuse the issue. The
Government cannot pour money into
any segment of this industry without
increasing production and bringing
about its expansion. During recent
years the poultry industry has become
integrated units. In many cases the
growing, processing, hatching, and feed-
ing are all parts of one integrated unit.
When money is loaned into any part of
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the industry, it spreads out to all seg-
ments of it.

Moreover, their list shows that many -
loans have gone direct into the produc-
tion channels.

For instance, the list shows one loan
of $235,000 in Alabama. Under the
heading “Nature of Business,” we find
the deseription “Poultry.”

There is also listed a loan of $60,000
in Wisconsin. Under the heading “Na-
ture of Business” the description is
“Raising Chickens."”

There is a loan of $100,000 in Missouri
for raising turkeys. There are various
types of loans, all of which would come
under “Poultry Raising.”

One loan is for $225,000 and again is
marked for a poulfry breeding farm.

Mr. Barnes’ own report discredits that
which he is frying to say. I shall in-
corporate in the Recorp later the list as
furnished by the Small Business Ad-
ministration of poultry loans, an indus-
try to which Mr. Barnes says he is not
entending eredit.
terQuOtmg further from Mr. Barnes’ let-

The Small Business Act prohibits the
Small Business Administration from dupli--
cating the functions or activities of other
Government agencies,

Earlier I listed in the REecorp—and
the list is still available to anyone—six
different Government agencies can-
vassing loans to poultry farmers and
other farmers of America. If that is not
duplication, I should like to have Mr.
Barnes' definition of duplication.

Some of the farmers have loans from
several different Government agencies
at the same time. One of the favorite
tricks is that one agency will make a
loan, and another agency will come along
and bail out the first agency so as to
keep the loans current. Today six dif-
ferent Government agencies are can-
vassing the same area and the same type
of farmers and are making the same
type of loans. That statement cannot
be disputed.

Continuing from Mr. Barnes' letter:

It is our position that this precludes the
Small Business Administration from extend-
ing financial support to agricultural enter-
prises as this field has been given by Con-
gress to the Department of Agriculture.

If the Small Business Administration
is precluded from making loans in the
agricultural field, why is it pouring out
millions of dollars to this industry? In
2 months it poured out $2 million in this
one industry. Yet Mr. Barnes says that
he is precluded from making loans in the
agricultural field, which comes under the
jurisdiction of the Department of Agri-
culture.

Mr. Barnes' letter is a typical bu-
reaucratic lefter; it says one thing in
one paragraph, then wobbles around for
three or four more paragraphs in an ef-
fort to explain the first, and then winds
up with an entirely different version.
Reading further from Mr. Barnes’ letter:

It appears to me, therefore, that under
the Small Business Aect it is my plain duty
to continue to approve the extension of



15154

credit to those eligible applicants in the
poultry industry who meet our general credit
requirements.

His plain duty, as he calls it, is to con~
tinue to make loans which, in the first
part of the letter, he says he has not been
making. At the same time, he sends
along a list showing loans to the extent of
several million dollars, all of which have
been made during the time he says he has
not been making loans to expand this in-
dustry. )

Mr. President, I ask unanimous con-
sent to have printed in the REcorp at
this point as a part of my remarks Mr.
Barnes' letter of July 30, 1959, together
with a copy of the list of loans which had
been made after April 30, 1959.

There being no objection, the letter
and list were ordered to be printed in
the RECORD, as follows:

SMALL BUSINESS ADMINISTRATION,
Washington, D.C., July 30, 1959,
The Honorable JoaN J, WILLIAMS,
U.S. Senate,
Washington, D.C.

Dear SENATOR WiInLlAms: My attention
has been called to your recent statements re-
garding loans approved by this agency to
firms in the poultry industry. I believe I
should explain our position to you.

I recently furnished you with a list of
all loans we had made to firms in the poul-
try industry up to April 30, 1959. Your
statement appearing in the July 21, 1959,
CoNGRESSIONAL RECoRrD referred to a list of
loans which we had approved during a re-
cent 60-day period. Both of these lists in-
cluded all loans made to firms in the in-
dustry regardless of the nature of the busi-
ness of the borrower. The great majority
of our loans to firms in the poultry industry
have been made to processors of poultry
and poultry products rather than to pro-
ducers of these same products. To a large
extent, therefore, the funds which we have
loaned to the poultry industry have not
contributed to the expansion of production.
The Small Business Act prohibits the
Small Business Administration from dupli-
cating the functions or activities of other
Government agencies. It is our position
that this precludes SBA from extending fi-
nancial support to agricultural enterprises,
as this field has been given by Congress to
the Department of Agriculture. We, there-
fore, attempt to ascertain whether an ap-
plicant is in & commerclal business or
whether his operation is primarily agricul-
tural in order to determine whether he is
eligible for assistance from this agency.

‘We recently developed, jointly with the
Department of Agriculture, with whom we
have been working for some time on resolu-
tion of our mutual eligibility problems,
guldelines which we believe will clarify the
areas of responsibility between the two
agencies. These will be furnished field em-
ployees of both agencies and should be most
helpful in determining further eligibility
guestions.

These pguidelines generally provide that
applicants engaged solely or primarily in the
production of agricultural commodities (nor-
mally food and fiber) will be considered
agricultural enterprises while those engaged
solely or primarlly in the purchase and re-
sale of commodities, the manufacture, proc-
essing or marketing of commodities or the
sale of services to the public, will be consid-
ered business enterprises. A chick hatchery
will be considered a commerclal business
under these guldelines while raising of broil-
ers from chicks purchased from the hatchery
will not. Since the primary nature of an
applicant’s business operations will deter-
mine his eligibility, certain applicants will be
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eligible for assistance from this agency
although a portion of their total business is
agricultural in nature.

Once the matter of eligibility for assistance
from this Administration 1s determined, I
belleve the existence of overcapacity or over-
production in an industry can only be con-
sidered as a credit factor in determining
whether a particular loan can be repaid from
the earnings of the business. For example,
where in a particular industry overproduc-
tion may have caused such a depression in
prices that a borrower's earning ability has
been jeopardized so as to raise a serious ques-
tion as to his ability to repay a loan, then
certainly we would not make the loan since
under the law we must have assurance of
repayment. We know of nothing in the
Small Business Act or of anything in the

August 5

legislative history of that act and those
which preceded it which would justify the
denial of credit to the members of any par-
ticular segment of the economy as a class as
a result of a determination of such over-
capacity or overproduction.

It appears to me, therefore, that under the
Small Business Act it is my plain duty to
continue to approve the extension of credit
to those eligible applicants in the poultry
industry who meet our general credit re-
quirements. We shall continue to assess the
repayment ability of proposed borrowers in
the light of all conditions in the industry
which affect their operations, including over-
production and overcapacity.

Sincerely yours,
WENDELL B. BARNES,
Administrator.

SMALL BUSINESS ADMINISTRATION RELEASE—MAY 27, 1059

Amount | Number
Nome and address of loan of em- Nature of business Type of loan
ployees
Gi}l'!]l;;al' (‘mmt} Industrial Development Corp.,! | $244, 000 200 | Poultry processing Direct,
jay, b
Tribur Pnultq Co., Ine,, Haleyville, Ala. 235, 000 3 Do,
Howard Egg Co., Lake ¢ harles, La..._. -1 12,000 3 Do,
Herman J. Buscher, Brainerd, Minn. . 35, 000 2 Participation.
Goodhue County Hatchery, Cannon I l*ans Minn___ 14, 500 3 Do.
Allstate Hatchery, W TIHnar, MIND. oo oo eeememee 100, 000 12 Do.
0. K, Hatehery, Zumbrota, Minn____.. 16, 000 3 Do.
White Oak Acres, Ine., Monroe, N.C._. -1 100,000 86 Do
Ed W. Worthington, anphLu Tenn... A 14, 000 5
Laton M. Hendersan, New Richmond, Wis..______ 60, 000 2 l-'articipatlon.

SMALL BUSINESS ADMINISTRATION RELEASE—JUNE 23, 1959

Barber's Poultry, Inc,, Broomfield, Colo....

4 X 100 | Poultry proceszsing....| Participation,
Master Breeders ll’mchen Cherrymle. Kans. - 20,000 6 }Iatchg;y ...... : I!HJIja
Menorah Products, Inc,, “Boston, Mass. - - 10,000 8 | Poultry process Direct.
Sandberg Poultr; (ydl*arm' Gran[ta Falls, Minn. -] 15,000 4 | Hatchery ... -| Participation.
Don’s Produce, Centerville, 8, DaKeaueeacenccaasenn 8, 500 4 Egg nnd Poultry Do,
Renean Bros., Seguin, Tex 150, 000 90 Poun.n pmeeasing._.. Do.

1 This type loan authorized by sec. 502 of Public Law 699, 85th Cong., 2d sess. Law attached.

Mr. WILLIAMS of Delaware. An
earlier report was received from the
Small Business Administration on
June 10, 1959,

Again, those loans were classified by
his own agency as being loans to the
poultry industry. We must remember
that six different agencies are still mak-
ing loans to this overexpanded indus-
try. As an example of what another
agency did I should like to read from a
letter signed by R. B. McLeaish, Admin-
istrator of the Farmers Home Admin-
istration, in the Department of Agri-
culture, dated June 22, 1954, This
absurd policy has been going on for a
long time. At that time I called atten-
tion to the fact that a $27,000 loan had
been made to a top official in the De-
partment of Agriculture who was work-
ing here in Washington drawing a
salary of approximately $8,000 a year.
In the most recent Federal Register this
man was still employed by the Depart-
ment of Agriculture at a salary of $10,-
535 annually. I quote from Mr, Mec-
Leaish's letter in which he describes the
type of farmer who received this poultry
1ran. This was a $27,000 loan. Read-
ing from Mr. McLeaish’s letter:

This particular loan is one which should
never have been made, and I am grateful to

you for raising questions which brought it
to my attention.

Reading further:

The loan was made on March 14, 1951, to
an individual employed by the Department

of Agriculture in Washington in the amount
of $27,000 under title V of the Housing Act
of 1949.

Some of us, when we voted for the
Housing Act, did not know that we were
voting for loans to the poultry industry.

The loan was made by our county office at
Troy, Ohlo, on a farm the individual owns
in Champaign County, Ohio. With the pro-
ceeds of the loan, plus additional funds and
materials which he contributed, a commer-
cial broiler house costing $31,384 and a house
costing $6,258 were constructed,

Here was a top official in the Depart-
ment of Agriculture, borrowing $27,000
to build a commercial broiler house from
an agency which was established to help
the small farmer. That is a typical ex-
ample of what is going on. And we have
six different agencies trying to get rid
of what they no doubt regard as surplus
money of the taxpayers. They are pour-
ing it out into an industry which the
Department of Agriculture says is over-
produced, and which everyone connected
with the industry knows is overproduced.
At the same time the Department of
Agriculture is urging every segment of
the industry to cut down production.
Again, in the past 7 months more than
$19 million has been spent by the De-
partment of Agriculture to support the
egg market. I think it is time to ask
Mr. Barnes and the rest of these bureau-
crats how much longer they think the
American taxpayers can support any
such ridiculous extravagance,



1959

Mr. President, I ask unanimous con-
sent that the letter dated June 10, 1959,
from Wendell B. Barnes, Administrator
of the Small Business Administration,
together with his accompanying table,
be printed in the Recorp at this point as
a part of my remarks. This is their first
report giving a list of poultry loans by
this agency prior to April 30, 1959.

There being no objection, the letter
and table were ordered to be printed in
the RECORD.
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SMALL BUSINESS ADMINISTRATION,
OFFICE OF THE ADMINISTRATOR,
Washington, D.C., June 10, 1959,
The Honorable JoHN J, Wlu.nus.
U.S. Senate,
Washington, D.C.

Dear SeEnaTOoR Winriams: This is in fur-
ther reply to your letter of May 22, 1859, in
which you requested information concern-
ing loans approved to concerns in the poultry
industry.

The attached cumulative list prepared by
our Machine Records Unit, contains all loans
approved through April 1959. It will be not-
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ed that 36 of these loans were reported in
a list enclosed with my letter to you dated
April 24, 1957, which was cumulative through
February 15, 1957, the balance of 64 loans
having been approved between February 15,
1957 and April 30, 1959.

I trust that the Information as submitted
in this form will be satisfactory to you. If
further information is desired, please do not
hesitate to call upon me.

Sincerely yours,
WENDELL B. BARNES,
Administrator,
[Enclosure.]

Small Business Administration—Business loans approved to operators of halcheries and poullry farms cumulative through April 1959

Interest Maturlty SBA partic- Total
TLocation Name rate ipation amount
(percent) (months} (percent) approved
Alabama:
Haleyville. The Kldd Co... 5.5 60 £37, 000
Heflin. Irving Bod 6.0 60 75 15, 305
na:
Phoenix. .- Ilarveé Hayes, et al 6.0 60 75 10, 000
Csom.. Irven E, Gee Haotchery & Poultry Farm._ ... ooooooee. 6.0 60 75 10, 000
G Milton R. Vanderkolk, et al_ 6.0 120 90 40, 000
Arkansas:
Cleveland. - -=-| Troy Henley 4.5 ol e e AN 3. 000
Danville Bakers Hatcher 6.0 120 61, 000
Morrilton --| Robert A, Bowie_.._. 4.5 FE 0 S T 110, 000
Rison... Turner Feed & l’ou]try Co 5.5 60 40, 000
Star City. P Poultry Farm._. 4.5 60 15, 000
California:
Fi Austin Hatchery, Inc 0.0 60 10, 000
Turlock. Mowrer Farms 5.5 120 242, 429
Yueaipa. . Roy D. Mauldin, et al 6.0 48 7, 852
gglomdc;: Arvada.. Colorado Egg Ramh. Ine. 6.0 84 75 15, 000
mnecticut:
Center. Idle Wild Farm, Ine_.._......... 6.0 72 80 175, 000
Thompsonville___ - Pilchs Poultry Bmding Farms, Inc 6.0 120 225, 000
Florida: Keystone Heights. Erwin Paul ) 6.0 60 67 60, 000
Georgia:
s i Crenshaws, Inc. . 6.0 60 75 30,000
Cummi Q, H. Let.lbct.wr Feed & Poultry Co. e 6.0 60 75 10, 000
Dahl Putney Farms, I 6.0 84 76 50, 000
Do Putney Hau-.hery 6.0 60 75 20, 000
Hia Hiawassee Hatchery. . 6.0 60 15, 000
Do Youngs Egg Serviee, Inc. 5.5 120 200, 000
To. Youngs Egg Servlos. Inc et al 6.0 {1 PR e 50, 000
Hmhl'nn W. Th Inc., et al._ 6.0 120 1125, 000
Rossville.____ Farnwoc-d Poultry Farm Hatchery. . 6.0 62 20, 000
Idaho Tw!n Fal!s Berties Poultry Farms, Ine. 6.0 120 90 152, 500
: Frank Nelson Poultry Service. 6.0 60 75 16,200
Mhum Don Smith, Ine 5.0 120 75 50, 000
Gosh Pine Manor, Inc. 5.0 60 80 60, 000
Grabill Shaws Dressed Poultry. . 6.0 60 65 22, 500
Knightstown Di; d Hatchery 6.0 60 75 15, 000
Delmar. La Vern Waugh 6.0 €0 75 5, 000
Garrison. Garrison Hatchery-...-_. 6.0 60 60 20, 000
Humboldt Bayse Hatchery & Produee 6.0 72 50 60, 000
PR S e e R N M ) (i 2 o 6.0 72 50 60, 000
Towa City.. Mans Enterprlses Tne 6.0 60 75 20, 000
Do.. it 6.0 108 75 50, 000
Le Mars Hatcbery 5.0 120 75 60, 000
Lenox Hatchery & e R O 8.0 60 75 12, 000
--| Lytton Hatchery..._.... 6.0 R e e e L 8, 000
Grundmeier Hatchery 6.0 60 75 10, 000
Vilas & Co. o= 4.5 17 90 200, 000
Neppl Hatchery & Produce. 6.0 60 % 13, 000
Carey Hatehery.....-- 6.0 60 10, 000
Master Breeders Hatchery 6.0 60 16, 000
W.C. Mnyﬁold 6.0 60 16, 500
Be 5.5 24 12, 000
Wat a Hatche?' 6.0 60 6, 500
uality Poult nrms, Ine 6.0 120 25, 000
Vinfield Hatel 6.0 120 20, 000
Seaboard Puultry Co 5.5 9% 18, 000
Irving L. Dick et al 6.0 60 75 20, 000
Featherland Farms, Ine 6.0 24 75 12, 000
Hess Michigolden Duck Farms 5.5 120 89 250, 000
innesota;
Battle Lake Paul D 6.0 120 90 60, 000
Frazee Anderson Tu.rkoy Hul:c.hl.'ry 6.0 120 75 35, 000
G ‘bush (GGeorge Burkel_______ 6,0 60 75 130, 000
Litehfield Baum?ﬂ.ners Pouliry Farms, In¢ 6.0 T3 |-ccemminiinrns 13, 000
Menahga. 6.0 36 75 15, 000
Do 6.0 20 75 13,750
North B Kru Pounltry Farms. 6.0 120 60, 000
New Germany ¢ Hatchery 6.0 B0 |Sciamsccinaindil 8, 000
Park Rapids John w Fubr..... 6.0 72 12, 000
Rochest f Rochester Turkey Hatchery, Ine 6.0 120 90 2560, 000
8t. Cloud Jack Frost Hatchery Co. 5.5 120 75 80, 000
Do, gnch Hatchery & Poultry Farm 6.0 120 75 35, 000
gmlﬁﬁ)pi: Pontotoe wappa Farms. 6.0 60 25, 000
l'WG:'H.'nt.m'l.,... Qual!t Chlck Hatchery 6.0 &8 45 10, 000
Giarden City. T RS 7.5 B4 75 30, 000
La Plata. mu Turkey Farms & Hatchery 6.0 96 90 100, 000
Richmond Alders Hatchery & Alders Farm 6.0 120 90 20, 000
West Plains_ Broadway Egg Co. 6.0 60 5, 000
Montana: Roundup.. J.W.8 , et al 6.0 120 12, 000

See footnote at end of table,
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Swmall Business Administration—Business loans approved to ogemtors of hatcheries and poullry farms
cumulative through April 1959—Continued
: Interest Maturity | 8BA partie- Total
Location Name rate term ipation amount
(percent) (months) {percent) approved
Nehraska:
Ve s SR T T T e T L Norgard Hatchery. . L =] 6.0 120 % $45, 000
('rnighluu ...................... Creighton Feed Store. . B3 5.5 a6 2, 500
Dodge. . Roland F, Werblow .. 5.0 60 5 116, 000
York . Holeomb York I{utdlcr_\., Tne. = 6.0 0 50 m 000
Neow flnrumhir:- G NBWSM POy ParDl . o e e im s s e 6.0 60 75 2), (0
New York: Palmymi oo e oececcccsnccncossenanannn| Hidden Acres Turkey Farm.......cc..... S 6.0 60 75 8. 000
Ohio:
R o e e ke Kemnitzer Colonial I!atchor; - .0 a6 75 7, 000
2 v e S | D 1 e e e e = e RS 6.0 (01 00 17,000
Oregon: Central Poin o Komner Farm__ ..o oo e % 5.5 (1] 12, (00
HSouth Dakota: Veblen ... v o] Roviors “!li(—"lt‘l'\' ......................................... 5.5 60 70 10, 000
Tennesses:
Armastivmiibal | e L e i Irene T, Ellis. . Rttt e il sy St NI e bt 6.0 60 75 10, 000
L T ] T e R TS S S i Platean Iiuldw:) Tne_ .. 2 5.5 60 90 36, 000
Texas:
T L e et s [ T T L o e e e S e SN 6.0 10 e 63, 000
Lol e e n s Bl | SR e | L3 T W T e T o e s S, S Lo 0 e 5.5 120 90 70, 000
Virginia:
e e e MO " g 0 < SOt LN N S = 1L E R Y e ST S S I et T e S 6.0 84 75 100, 000
LT ¢ U | R e et S b e L S R S Weaver Feed Co., InC-acaccncanaa- 5 T AR e 6.0 120 140, 000
Wisconsin:
AR BRI - s s el L Redwood Farm_ AN s 6.0 120 70 38, 000
Clinton...__ Clinton lI:lt(her} & lmpl(mult Co 6.0 36 50 20, 000
Evansville May Bros, In6... ... 6.0 120 70 90, 000
_____ o T W Al 4 6.0 50 50 B, 000
Franksville_ --| €. & D. Duck Co., Ine.. 5.0 120 75 100, 000
e e T I S AN Edmund L. Mate: Z) S e N S N S KT 6.0 120 75 30, D00
PO John Zielinski..___. o = £ 6.0 48 65 &, 500
Merrill...... Merrill Hatehery . oo oo naene A 5.5 24 5, 000
Thiensville_ -| Beymour Mayor Lev enson . 6.6 B0 50 12, 000
R T e o A e e e IR .-, = i Ly Ay LR R T S YN R 5.0 120 67 30, 000
R R DR I L Tl L T e o e i m m mirn Al oy e e e e BT ooy i B e el ¢ Al 4, 469, 236

! Caneeled in full subsequent to approval,

WASTE IN MILITARY PURCHASING
METHODS

Mr. SPARKEMAN. Mr. President, I
have repeatedly been bringing to the at-
tention of the Senate and the executive
branch of our Government unarguable
evidence of inefficient and wasteful non-
competitive practices by the Department
of Defense in its purchasing activities.
Again last week I showed how more than
two-thirds of the $15 billion spent by the
Defense Department for goods and serv-
ices in the first 9 months of fiscal
year 1959 went to only a few companies
as a result of negotiated contracts. The
contracts were let largely without the
benefit of price competition. This cer-
tainly is one explanation of the aston-
ishing faect that just 20 corporations
have managed to obtain 52 percent of the
net value of all military prime con-
tracts.

My observations of the military pur-
chasing practices have made it necessary
for me to form two opinions. The first
opinion is that in its total effect upon
our economy, the Department of Defense
has become a prime factor in contribut-
ing to inflation. By its failure to apply
sound economic principles and by its
seeming indifference to the value of
money, the Department of Defense has
contributed substantially to the de-
preciation of the dollar, to increasing the
cost of living, and finally, to unbalancing
the budget.

One of our chief economic goals is and
must be to bring the national budget into
balance and bring a stop to inflation by
restoring to the dollar its former pur-
chasing power. Yet, the net effect of the
Defense Department’s noncompetitive
buying and contracting practices is to

cheapen continually the dollar and to
throw the national budget further out
of balance by spending unnecessarily
millions upon millions of the taxpayers’
money because procurement officials
either lack the ability or the will to let
confracts on a businesslike, money’'s
worth, competitive bid basis.

The second inescapable conclusion to
which I have been drawn is that if the
public were fully informed on the waste-
ful noncompetitive contracting prac-
tices of the Department of Defense, the
taxpayers of this country would them-
selves demand a change of procurement
procedure.

Let me illustrate this point. On July
16, a high-ranking official of the Navy
Department told a subcommittee of the
House Armed Services Committee that
Navy procurement officers had done, in
his words, “a bad job” on 14 contracts.
Just how bad a job this was may be
understood when this official added that
the Navy may have been overcharged by
more than $12 million on these 14 con-
tracts

Now let us look at this regrettable
situation from the point of view of an
average taxpayer. The largest adjusted
gross income group of taxpayers is that
with incomes between $5,000 and $6,000
a year, In the most recent tax year
for which data are available, the tax-
payers within this biggest group paid
an average tax, after credits, of $537.

Mr. President, it would take the Fed-
eral income tax payments of 22,346 such
taxpayers to make up for this $12 mil-
lion contract waste.

Is it any wonder that these 22,346 in-
dividuals and heads of households, many
of them in debt and many of them hav-
ing to go further in debt to get the money

together to pay their income tax, might
well feel that so far as the Federal Gov-
ernment getting any good from their tax
dollars is concerned, they might just as
well have put a match to their checks
or money orders when they mailed in
their tax returns.

Is it any wonder, Mr. President, that
I say that the taxpayers would demand
a change in procurement practices if the
public but realized the full extent to
which military contracting officials are
spending millions and millions of their
hard-earned tax dollars for goods and
services because they refuse to take ad-
vantage of the savings that inevitably
come from open competitive bids.

I do not want to leave the impres-
sion that the Navy Department is alone
responsible for wasting money. Every
week, almost like clockwork, the Comp-
troller General, the watchdog of the
treasury, issues reports of his audits of
military contracts. These reports show
that each of the military services is ne-
gotiating contracts without real and
meaningful price competition which re-
sult in the irreparable and unnecessary
loss of millions upon millions of dollars
resulting from a succession of so-called
bad procurement jobs.

I regret to say, Mr. President, that the
lack of true and meaningful competition
in the awarding of defense contracts
seems to be the result of a military
agencywide policy adopted by the De-
fense Department’s top procurement
officials. I should like fo believe that
these gentlemen, most of whom were
formerly top executives in the world
of business, are sincerely interested in
conducting their $21'5 billion a year
defense buying program in the most
efficient and economical manner,
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The evidence before me suggests the
contrary. Again let me illustrate. Back
in April I told the Senate that just one
economy-minded buying office of the
Navy, the Ships Parts Control Office at
Mechanicsburg, Pa., had managed to
save an average of 70 percent on the pur-
chase price of some 42 products by the
simple expedient of opening up these
purchases to free and open competitive
bidding instead of negotiating for each
of these products with one supplier.

I also wrote to the Secretary of De-
fense, saying that this effort to achieve
sensible economies by the Navy office at
Mechanicsburg might well serve as a
pattern to bhe followed by his Depart-
ment’s purchasing offices throughout the
country.

Six weeks later I received a reply from
another Defense Department official
thanking me for my interest. The reply
then went on to state that the instrue-
tion on which this economy campaign at
Mechanicsburg was based “is designed to
the particular conditions and needs of
the Ships Parts Control Center and
would not have general usefulness in
other purchasing activities.”

At that time I wondered why, if
money could be saved by competitive
bidding at one Navy office, it could not
also be saved by the same methods at
other military purchasing installations.
I am still wondering.

Indeed, Mr. President, wonderment
must be the dominant state of mind of
anyone contemplating some Defense De-
partment purchasing attitudes.

For example, on July 20, a represent-
ative of the Defense Department ap-
peared before the Small Business Sub-
committee of the Senate Banking and
Currency Committee in opposition to
S. 2032. One purpose of this bill, which
I introduced on May 21, is simply to
afford our smaller firms greater oppor-
tunities to bid and participate competi-
tively in the defense procurement pro-
gram at the subcontracting level. A
second purpose is to strengthen further
the hand of the Small Business Admin-
istration in issuing certificates of com-
petency to small husiness concerns.

I should like here to say just a word
about how the Small Business Adminis-
tration has used the certificate of com-
petency authority to save taxpayers
money. Briefly, the SBA can certify the
competency of qualified, responsible
small business bidders when the con-
tracting officials of the Defense Depart-
ment tell the low bidding small business-
man he is being ruled out because he is
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not capable of performing the contract
in question.

I received only last week from the
Small Business Administration a de-
tailed report on its certificate of com-
petency program. The report showed
that since we first provided for the pro-
gram, through June 30, 1959, the SBA
certified to the competency of 553 small
business concerns. The value of the
contracts covered by these certificates
was approximately $88,600,000.

The point here is that this is in essence
a money-saving program. As a direct
result of issuing these 553 certificates to
small business concerns, the difference
between the low bid of these concerns
and the prices quoted by the next higher
bidders, who would have received the
contracts had the certificates not been
issued, came to $8,200,000. This is how
much the Government and the taxpay-
ers saved.

‘This, of course, represents only verifi-
able savings. Some 220 applications for
certificates with a value of $57 million
were withdrawn as no longer necessary
when the Defense Department contract-
ing officials later agreed informally with
the Small Business Administration that
the small-business bidders were after all
competent to perform the contracts in
question. These also represent savings
to the Government.

Now, a saving of more than $8 million
as a result of competitive bids from small
enterprises may not seem like much
money in this day of such huge and un-
balanced budgets. But I am certain that
it would seem worth saving to the tax-
payers who are footing our national de-
fense bill and seeing taxes play havoe
with their own family budgets.

The value of this $8,200,000 saving
becomes really meaningful when we take
note that it represents approximately
one-half of the total amount which the
Senate and House last week provided for
stepping up our fight to lick our No. 1
killer, heart disease, through increased
medical research and training. The ad-
ministration opposed every dollar of this
increase as inflationary.

I notice with great interest that certifi-
cates of competency were issued by the
SBA during 1958 and 1959 to six small-
business concerns in my own State of
Alabama. As a result of the certificates
in three verifiable cases, Alabama small-
business concerns saved the Defense De-
partment $49,955. I share the pride of
these Alabama concerns in the fact that
they were able to contribute this much
to the fight against inflation of the dollar
and toward balancing the budget.
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In order that the Members may have
the opportunity to observe the record of
small-business savings within their own
States, I ask unanimous consent, Mr.
President, to have printed in the REcorp
at this point as a part of my remarks a
document entitled “Certificates of Com-
petency Issued and Disposition of Cases,
August 1, 1953, Through June 30, 1959,”
prepared by the Small Business Admin-
istration.

There being no objection, the docu-
ment was ordered to be printed in the
RECORD, as follows:

CERTIFICATES OF COMPETENCY ISSUED AND Dis-
POSITION OF CASES, AUcusT 1, 1853, THROUGH
JunEe 30, 1959

(Prepared by Small Business Administration,
Office of Procurement and Technical As-
sistance, July 24, 1959)

FOREWORD

This report ls a summary analysls of the
certificate of competency (COC) actions
which resulted in the issuance of a COC to
Government contracting officers in behalf of
small business firms from August 1, 1953,
through June 30, 1959, and shows by States
the applicant firm and location, COC and
date certified, procuring agency and bid
number, item, contract amount (or bid
amount if not awarded to certified firm),
estimated savings to the Government, and
remarks concerning disposition of COC.

During that period 1,172 COC applications
amounting to approximately $240 million
were received by SBA, of which 393 applica-
tions amounting to approximately 92,100,000
were declined; 219 applications amounting
to approximately $57 million were withdrawn
due in part to favorable SBA survey evalua-
tions resulting in awards without requiring
a COC; and seven applications amounting to
approximately $700,000 were pending final
actlon as of June 30, 19569,

A total of 568 COC's was issued during the
period of August 1, 1963, through June 30,
1959, representing contracts amounting to
approximately $88,600,000. This recapitula-
tion by States shows that the estimated
savings to the Government through the issu-
ance of COC's is approximately $8,200,000.
This estimate is based on the actual tabu-
lated savings which could be determined
definitely from case records, with the average
percentage of savings projected to the total
contract amount for all COC's issued. The
asterisks in the savings column of the tabu-
lation denote those cases for which data on
actual savings were not immediately obtain-
able.

Analysis of the individual case perform-
ance with respect to the COC’s issued by the
Small Business Administration indicates that
of the total number of 553 issued, 91 are ac-
tive; 12 are awaiting award; 19 were awarded
to other companies; 16 were terminated for
default; 7 were terminated for convenience
of tike Government; 32 procurements were
withdrawn or canceled; and 376 contracts
have been completed.

Company, city, and State COCQC No., date Procurement ageney and Ttom Contract Savings Remarks
eertified procurement No. amount
ALABAMA

Alabama Bridge & Iron Co., | V=115, May 18, 1959...| Robins ATB IFB-09-603- | Aircraftmissileengine trailer | $328, 830,00 | $20, 500 | Contract in process.

Talladega, Ala, 50-530, m; plus technical data.
Centre Mannfacturing Co., | V=86, Oct. 15, 1958 .. MCTHA Philadelphia, | Men's cotton, tan, sumimner 313, 586. 00 6,205 | Contract completed ahead of

Ing., Centre, Ala, LI; B~ (11031- (OTM)-36- service jackets, schedule June 4, 1059,

DO cciasecnccnasesasaen] V=10 5 Feb. 12, 1960 .. Phlladclphili Quartermaster | OvercoatS. . ceeeeaaeecacana-.| 12,603,027.00 Pr 1t withdrawn by pro-
g t, g‘DB QM-36-243~ curlnx agency Apr, 9, 1059,
veg.

Choctaw  Manufacturing | V-26, Mar, 23, 1956...- Philadclphia Qunrto‘rmasl;ar Men's cotton (rousers. ceem-- 80, 625, 00 ® Contract complated on schedule

Co,, Ine., Silas, Ala. B-QM-36-030- Bept. 20, 1956,

See footnotes at end of table.
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Company, city, and State CO00 No., date Procurement agency nnﬂ. Ttem Contraet | Savings Remarks
certified procurement No, amount
ALABAMA—continued
Choctaw  Manufacturing | V-74, Jan, 7, 1958.......| Philadelphia Quartermas Men’s cotton khaki trousers.| 2101, 78400 | $14,250 | Contract completed behind
Co., Ine., Silas, Ala. Depot, IPB-Q\‘[—(CTM}- schedule Aug. 18, 1958, The
B6-243- company was directed to
change labels by an uncon-
firmed official eall. Inspection
rejected the new labels, There
was a delay in receipt of
C V=110, Apr. 2, 1059 USASSA, Philadelphi Special lectrical 14, 444,00 *) cﬂtgaerc?gmwurnlshed o
1 Electronics Co. ~110, Apr. 2, —-ae ASSA, iladelphia, | Special purpose eiectr y 4. on process,
R M A p 1FB-8C-36-080-50-821-01, | cable assembly.
Proje-:.t Engineers, c., | V-89, Aug. 19, 1958..._| Redstone Arsenal, RFP- | Engineering and drafting 80, 046. 00 %) Term contract completed.
Birmingham, Ala, PE-T150-58-81. %gices through May 31,
Technical Services, Ine., | V-03, Bept. 19, 1058.___| Brookley AFB, IFB-01- | Photographic projection 4, 675.00 ™ Contract completed on schedule
Fairhope, Ala. -55-402. printer. June 4, 1959,
ARIZONA
Transfer & Storage | XIV-68, Apr, 8§, 1969..| USASSA, Fort Huachuca, | Packing, crating, storage 130, 000, 00 Procurement withdrawn June
Hd‘é_}‘pm“, Ariz, - 1F B-80-36-089-50-2270. and delivery of household 12, 1950,
goods and eous
supplies,
AREANSAS
General Paving Co., Ine., | X-75, Feb. 4, 1056. ... Little Rock AFB, IFB-03- | Labor and materials neces- 8, 549, 00 ™) Contraet in process.
Little Rock, Ark. 602-50-28. to repair asphalt
pavement on base.
Aero Safety E: uuBment Co., | XIV-26, Jan. 17, 1057..| ASO- Phllndelphln. IFB- | Safety belts, lap type..-.--.-|  15,473.00 |..........| Contract awarded to another
El Monie, y 383-1 company Apr. 18, 1057,
Dol et S XIV-27, Jan, 17, 1057...| ASO- Philudelphln. IFB- | Safety belts and barnesses_..| 636, 230,00 Do.
Al American Alreraft Prod- | XIV-55, Aug. 15, 1958 ASO- Phﬂadelphln. IFB- | Bomb hoisting band........] 113, 080.00 20,384 | Contract in process.
ur:tsi me, Harbor City, 383-017-58,
1if.
M?élmr Equipment Co, San | XII-25, Jan. 8, 1058__._| G880, Philadelphia, TFB- | Steel valveS.oeemmmeeaecanan- 26, 224. 00 ™ Contract completed ahead of
Franciseo, Califl. 165—(3)-10:51-—58 schedule May 15, 1058,
- 3L et Y X11-26, Jan, 22, 1858. .. G‘-SO JPhll:nlulm:nia IFB- | Steel gate valVES. cmmeeeanan 19, 600. 00 * C"Eﬁ‘;ﬁ"‘l %u{mplrg.eil %ghead of
-1081-58. 5 ule May 27,
Ball Bear Co., San | XTI-10, Apr. 20, 1955.. Mcm]r Is Afr Force Depot, | Ball bearings..eeceaeceansess| 2, 600. 00 60 | Contract completed on schedule
Franelsco, Calif. 56-T73. Oct. 28,
e . o et XIT-12, Apr. 22, 1955.. Mcmphis A¥B, IFB-10- do. 2, 568, 00 574 | Contract comp! ahead of
G04-55~ schedule July 20, 1955,
Bmtteg I\'éoﬂmm &Cnilélt[nr‘ XII-11, Apr. 21, 1955_. Pn?;ka AI- B, IFB-04-627-55- | Moving and crating services. 20, 733. 00 18, 144 tinltmuglcammgleted on schedule
0., Coneo Talil. R ar. 31, e
llac Canvas 'Cu., El | XIV-20, June 22, 1966.| G850, IFB-155-3-1456-56...| Aluminum transom berths.. 23, 700. 00 4, 376 Conﬁgt& clgmpl%et} %E.hund of
Mont schedule Nov,
California Lnundrs’ & | X11-30, May 6, 1958___| Shipments Parts Control | Commereial, centrifugal- 122, 139, 00 9,133 | Contract in pmcea!;.
qugpmunt Co., Oakland, ;::qu};te!r Mechaniesburg, type extractors, laundry.
alif, (4-368-58
Curtis Laboratories, Ine., | XIV-53, June 23, 1958 I‘urLMonmnuth RFP-672- Control master, aireraft and 458, 957, 00 Contract was canceled for con-
Los Angeles, Calif. PM-55-93-93 camera LA(), and aireraft venience of Government May
camera maintenance 20. .
LA (), plus spare parts and
) technical data.
B Associates, Los | XIX-35, June 17, 1057.| NPO, Washington, D.C,, | Rotary binding machines, 95, 700. 00 4,020 | Contract completed behind
Angeles, Calil 1F B-600-1588-57, hydraulie, pipe, and tube, schedule, Some development
was required. About 6 weeks
lost awaiting shipping imstrue-
tions, Delivery was late about
214 months total,
Cm\; g:jrﬁstm Co., | XII-7, Jan. 7, 1955 .. A%}\f! PA, MPA-30-287- | Palmer perineal board. - ... 13, 650. 00 * Ctﬁtm{% oc;g};g}aw.l on schedule,
' L 5 e - o ay &,
Hammond Manufacturing | XIV-11, May 18, 1954.| Wilkins AFB, RFP-33-602- | Bomb trailers..coaoceaaaae-- 543,730.00 | 86,734 | Contract eommet.ed on schedule,
Co,, Pasadena, Calil. 54-3259, Apr. 1956, Contract was
ahead of schedule, but Goy-
i‘u;nmum administrative dela
provisioning spare parts
mus&% ? lg-mmmth delay in final
comp
D i kb oass XIV-13, May 18, 1954.| Wilkins AFB, RFP-33-602- | Docks 660, 345, 00 4,105 | Contract completed behind
543050, schedule Apr. 30, 1956. Most
of the delay, 5 months, was
caused by waiting for ulmxm.r
ing agency approvi
inelement weather.
The Handley Co., Culver | XIV-0, Apr. 5, 1954.._| Wilkins AFB, IFB-33-0602- | Extinguisher assemblies for 118, 422.00 6, 579 Contmut completed ahead of
City, Calif. 54-7 fire extinguishers. wedule, Aug. 15, 19564.
Him Pak Co., Inc., | XTI-20, May 6, 1058___| QM Res and Eng. Com- | Design, development, and 5, 350, 00 ™ Cnntract comp: cted on schedule
Monterey, Calif, mand, Natick, RFP-126- fabrication prototy ipe Nov. 22, 1058,
C. alpine and arctic individ-
udral ]ﬁ;}d carrying, plus
AW
Hubbs Equd}’maut Co., | XIV-21, June 27, 1956.| Norton AFB, RFP- | Inspection and repair of 77, 845. 00 * Contract completed on schedule,
Colton, Calif. PPRS-2-58-130, commercial vehicles. Mar. 5, 1957,
Labora- | X1IV-37, July 17, 1957_| Tinker AFB, IFB-34-601- | Air valve assemblies. ... in 24, 206, 00 ™ Contract  com, !etud ahead ol
wg% Ine,, Culver City, 57-441, schedule, Mny 20,
Kxogy Drlg;:;sl Fr%:iﬁ XIV-77, June 30, 1959. Nfzcal, Los Angeles, IFB- I.aundlis‘;&gervlms for fiscal 1 47, 078. 00 Contract not yet awarded.,
A . year 5
Los Alr Service, | XIV-60, Dec. 15, 1958_{ Scott AFB, IFB-11-626-59- | Air transportation services_.| 008, 832.00 49! Contract in process.
Ine., Hawthorne, Calif. 3-CAB.
Oates Products Co.. Ine., | XIV-30, Feb. 28, 1057.| Norton AFB, RFP-PPRS8- | Reclamation of hardware.... 32, 600. 00 Withdrawn Sept. 18, 1957,
E1 Monte, C 3-57-14, Mise. 57-1P-5136.
On Mark anémeerlng Co., | XIV-38, Oct. 30, 1957 _ MeClellan AFB, RFP-PR~ | Modification and flight test 185, 782. 00 |--<cauaa--| Procurement. canceled, Jan, 20,
Van Nuys, SM-8-01A-2000. of T-33 type aireraft, 1958,
Specht Precision Machine, | XIV-56, Sept. 22, Brookley AFB, 1FB-14- | Bolt, corrosionresistant, steel 5, 400, 00 Labor and material costs under-
Bnldwln Park, Calif, 1058, 604-50-60, bolt, estimated hy contractor, whoso
financial _ situation  doterip-
rated. Contract  terminated
for default, Apr. 28, 1959,
COLORADO
Droadway Auto Top Manu- | XI-2, Dec, 23, 1053.....] NYQMPA, IFB- QM-30- | Tent window sashes....aases 565, 580. 00 3,220 | Contract completed ahead of
Eﬁiu ing 00.. Denver, 280-54-96. schedule July 7, 1954,

Hee f.ootnntes at end ot table,
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CONNECTICUT

Buorth Engineering & Manu- | [1-124, Apr. 4, 1956....] NP0, Washington, 1FB- | Radiosonde receptors. cmema- $221, 107.00 | §26,106 | Contract  was completed: 6
facturing Co,, Ine., Mill- 600-534-56. months late Nov. 28, 1858,
dale, Conn, Some delay was caused by a

easting subcontractor, Other
delays were caused by lack of
shipping. instructions and an
unfamiliar inspector,

Bewley Engineering ‘Corp., | I1-255. Aug. 26, 1957...] Tinker AFB, RFP-34-801- | Hydraulic reservoirs. .. .-.. 10, 232. 00 *) Contract completed ahead of
South}:ort‘ Conn, 58468, schedule, Nov, 20, 1957

Cardwell Condenser Corp., | I1-248, June 28,1057....] Dayton AFD, RFP-33-604- | Radio frequeney tuner with 116, 400, 00 ™) Electrical rcquimmoma were ex-
Plainyille, Conn. L7-2477. variable capacitors. tended by procuring agency

Oct, 31, 1958, This required
increased hand operation oand
more time for adjustment.
Final delivery was made &
months late.

Creseent  Communications | [1-235, May 23, 1957...| USASSA, Philadelphia, | Impedance bridges....-..-.- 192, 484. 00 ™ The contract was reinstated 7
Corp,, New London, IFB-8C-36-030-57-2150- months after a default action
Conn. 56, for failure to deliver an accept-

able first article, The con-
tractor is currently performing,
and because of other work
subcontracted the entire re-
quirement to a company ae-
ceptable to the Signal

Electro-Mechanies,  Ine., | I1-146, May 15, 1856...] USASSA, Philadelphia, | Switch assemblies...-ueeaes = 44, 540,00 ™ Contract, completed on sehcgf:!.c,
New Britain, Conn. %Gl‘ SC-36-089-50-10828~ December 21, 1956,

Engineered Wire & Cable, | 11104, Dee, 17, 1056...| USASSA, Philadelphin, | Telephone cable...... ey 11, 638, 00 2,413 | Contract completed  behind
Ing,, Winsted, Conn, 1FB-8C-36-030-57-979-56. schedule, August 2, 19057, De-

lays in Government inspection
both at subcontractor and
g_rnno contractor's plant con-
ibuted. Carton supplier
2 - added to dela?'.
Metronis, Ine,, Waterford, | 11-185, Oct, 24, 1956 .. WPAI' B, IFB-33-600-56- | Amplifier equipment and 119, 475,00 Py withdrawn Oct, 29,
onm, technical data, 1056,

Monareh  Produets Co., | TI-186, Oct, 29, 1850, .. ’l‘opeku AFD, IFB-14-004- | Aircraft DolMS. . cceuccaaannan 33, 055, 00 (4] The company eomplctod about

Waterbury, Conn. 57-254. 14 of the contract when it failed
after 16 years of operation.
There were financial and man-
agement difficulties that were
not anticipated he con-
tract ‘wns terminated by de-
fault Feb, 5, 1958, i

New London Instrument | I-21, Jan. 8, 1954......] USAS Phllndelph[n. Control radio set8. cuveueaa..] 160, 868.00 11,162 | Contract was completed 19

Co., New London, Conn, IFE S(’. ~ 10808~ months late, Dee, 13, 1056,

36, Much duvel’opmcnt was re-
quired and time lost in obtain-
ing Government approval of
components; improper wiring
instruetions, specifications for
unobtainable wire, delay in
approval of pilot model, a fire
in the transformer plant, and
sabeontractor deliveries all
contributed to the delay.

Park Oity Electronic Lab- | [I-161, June 15, 1956...] USASSA, Phil:uloiphla, Resistor subassemblies. ... 17,140.00 * ontract completed ahead of
ocratory. Ing., Bridgeport, PD-57/585-4 schedule, Dee. 21, 1956,

onn,

§ R B R o, 11-165, June 19, 19056...) USASSA, Philadelphia, | Mounting base supports.... 1, 590, 00 ) Contract was late in completion
PD-57/526-601562, due to delays in Government
tooling by the contractin
necy, Oct. 2, 1956. Parts of
@ tooling, when received,
were deficient and had to be

rep! i

Polycast Corp., Stamford, | I1-263, Oct, 8, 1957....| G880, Philadelphia, IFB- | Acrylic plastic sheets ...~ 34, 637.00 *) Gontraet completed ahead of
e Tl 156-(1)-2488-57, j schedule, Dee, 12. 1057,

Geo, 8. Scott & Sons Manu- | 11-872, June 16, 1950...| ASMPA, IFB-62851-662-59.| Noise-protection earplugs, 19, 699, 00 ™) Contract in
fnc uarirgg Co., Ing,, Wal- medium size,

Tcgg dorp., Norwalk, | II-360, Mar. 26, 1959..] Army Ordnance Corps, | Investment casting. ..ocaee-- 46, 073. 00 ™ Do,

Conn, Sprlnsgftd, 1FB-0rd-19-
Troy Laundry & Dry | [1-265, Oct. 24, 1957...| USN Submarine Base, New | Laun gervices as re- | 219,000.00 ™ Term contract completed,
Cleaners, Ine,, New Lon- London, TFB-120-42-58, quired through June 30,
don, Conn, 5
DELAWARE
Delaware State News, Ine., | III-102, May 17, 1957..] Dover AFB, IFB-07-603- | Publication of newspaper...| 130, 408.00 Procurement withdrawn Sep-
Dover, 57-116, temper 1957, Official notifica-
tion from contracting officer
Oct. 28, 1057,
DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA
Anderson Electric Co., | IV-39, Feb. 20, 1957_..| Bureau of Engraving and | Air conditioning and refrig- 174, 400, 00 3,100 | Contract, completed on schedule,
ashington, D.C. %’Fr%:_tét]l‘g) Washington, eration installation. Feb. 4, 1858,
Coen Co., Ine,, Washington, | IV-71, Mar. 13, 1058_._] BuShips, PR-373-1 Technical writing services... 20, 005. 00 2,144 Gl‘inh‘nct, completed on schedule,
pr. 30,
Devalo&mnnml Engineer- | IV-69, Feb, 21, 1958...] USASSA, Washington, | Bervices and materials toin- | 906, 054, 00 ™) Contract mproeess.
rp., Washington, D C RFP-8C-36-039- :obn!l a horn meeiv].ns an-
D

The Letterex Corp., Wash- | IV-51, June 25, 1057.... GBA New York, IFB- | Manifold carbon paper sets..| 105,482 00 *) Contract, completed on schedule,
ington, D.C. mﬁan—m-&m&a—&m— Jan. 31, 1058,

Petroleum Equipment Co., IV-88, Nov, 12, 1058...| Bureau of Engraving and Pumhmand installation of 6,470. 00 * Contract completed ahead of
Ine., Washington, D.C, Printing, Washington, storage tanks, schedule, Feb. 18, 1060,

‘ nnd rehmi equipment.,

See footnotes at end of table,
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FLORIDA
rosonic  Corp., Clear- | V Aug. 15, 1968....] WPAFB, IFB-33-600-58- | Pressure altimeter, type |1$274,523.00 | coceen--. COC was withdrawn Nov. 6,
Aﬂmur.' i I 261, MA-1,and technical data. 1958, following a plant re-
survey. The award had been
delayed l;:»eit:u'llnﬂg the avail-
ability of funds.
DO0uccacocncrnncnancanaana| V=117, June 4, 1959....| WPAFB, IFB-33-600-59- | Pressure altimeter, type | ! 118, 200.00 Pr t withdrawn, Junc
199, MA-1, plus technical 24, 1959
data.
Ine., Orlando, Fla.| V-108, Mar. 26, 1950...| BuShips, [FB-600-789-59-8. | Radiac set, AN PDRO PD 1 465, 825. 00 Procu withdrawn, Apr.
e iy " plus technfeal data an 17, 1950
miscellaneous extras.
GEORGIA
ero Corp., Atlanta, Ga....| V-50, June 12, 1957....| Army Transportation | IRAN maintenance, strip- 396, 840. 00 ™ Contract comp.eted on schedule,
A i s Corps, St. Louis, RFP- ing and repairing of uly 6, 1958,
1938. ~19A type Army aircraft.
DOcaeaceecaemencnanee| V=60, June 12, 1957....] Army Transportation | Overhaul of engines for E-13 454, 341. 00 ™ Contract completed behind
Corp, 8t. Louis. RFP- aireraft schedule, Aung. 19, 1958, Sup-
1991, plier of carburetor parts did
not deliver on time.
Benedetto Laundry, Macon, | V-118, June 8, 1959 ... R?SE?:,BAFB LFB-09-603- Luundiry and dry cleaning 24, 588, 00 ™ Contract in process.
Ga. s serviece.
Georgian Furniture Manu- | V-106, Feb. 12, 1050_._| G8A—Washington, D.C., | Furniture, open end con- 60, 000. 00 *) Do.
facturing -Co., Atlanta, {{“B—FSC. group 71, part tract.
Ga. .
" ., Jonesboro, Ga..| V-82, June 4, 1958___.. Navy FElec., Great Lakes, | Electrieal equipment eabi- 98, 088. 00 $1,007 | Contract completed  behind
Iatio, i B 1 B-126-430-58, net. 1y pe Oy-9TA/G, schedule, Jan. 5, 1959, Final
deliveries were delayed 2
months, The contracting offi-
cer directed shipping units
built on this contract against
another contract awarded the
firm without a COC. Adjust-
ments in the delivery schedule
were refused, but further con-
tracts for the item were award-
ed the firm without reference
. to this Agency.
O e e i e V-9, Nov, 20, 1958....| USASSA, Philadelphia, | Electrical aqmment cabi- 19,173. 00 ™ Contract in process.
IFB-8C-36-049-59-1452- nets plus cal data.
Al
DOineccaccnncmnannnaaa-| V=107, Feb, 11, 1959.._| GSA, Washington, D.C., | Gray finish sectional steel 313, 224. 00 ™ Do.
{YFﬁ-FSC, Group 71, Part |  cabinets.
Pan-Electronies Corp., Grif- | V-80, Apr. 30, 1958....] US ASS A, Philadelphia, | High temperature operating 23, 900. 00 ™ Do.
fin, Ga, = RF P-SC-36-030-58-10118~ orystal units, plus techni-
81, cal a.
DOoecaccccaccacaaaaa--| V-B1, Apr, 30, 1958....| USASSA, Philadelphia, | High precision crystal units, 19, 900, 00 " Do,
RFP-8C-36-030-58-10103- plus technical data,
LLINOIS
American Van Lines Ine., | VII-15, July 18, 1955__| Headquarters, 5th Army, | Drayage services o cceeeee.. 170, 310. 00 *) Term contract completed,
Chicago, Tl Chicago, iFB-AV-1i-
B Brands Inc., Chi- | VII-55, June 26, 1957..| GSA, New York, IFB-ID- | Manifold carbon paper sets..| 115, 435.00 *) Contract completed ahead of
2815-A, schedule, Mar. 31, 1958,
ated Photo En- | VII-3, May 4, 1054..._| WPAFB, RFP-310474._____| Copying and enlarging cam- 49, 750, 00 9,000 | Contract awarded to another
g“*ns & Lithographers era, company.
nfuipme.nt Co., Chicago,
Di Engineering Co., | VII-27, Oct. 19, 1955_ .| Redstone Arsenal, ORD | Proof slugs. .occeeeeeaesesons 23, 333. 00 ™ Contract completed on scheduls,
mm Park, 11, Proj. TU2-1033 PLB-56- Apr. 6, 19566.
Doraan Wire & Mannfac- | VII-2, Mar. 30, 1054.._| Topeka AFD, IFB-14-604- | Wire on spools. oo veeemee. 56, 789, 00 100 | Contract completed ahead of
turing Co,, Mundelein, 54-304. schedule, Sept. 28, 1954,
DO ceaaaccaaaa..| VII-#4, July 2,1956....] Topeka AFD IFB-14-604- | Zinc coated steel wire........ 43, 032, 00 *) Contract completed behind sched-
56051, ule, Mar. 1, 1957, Contract
completion delayed due to non-
shllﬁmmt of wire on schedule,
Mill rolled 40,000 pounds which
did not meet specifications,
Eagle Chemical Co., Chi- | VII-22, Oct. 13, 1955...| Kelly AFB IFB-41-608- | Desiceant. .. ooooooooooooo. 27, 500. 00 (49 Contract completed ahead of
cago, L, 56-12. ) schedule, Feb. 10, 1956.
VII-24, Oct. 13, 1955___ Tc:g?la AFD, 1IFB-14-604- |____. do. 74, 836. 00 " antr&gt. gompletcdonschedulc.
% an. 9, 1956,
Em; Warehouse, Ine., | VII-48, July 30, 1056...| Headquarters, 5th Army, | Moving Services....oo__.. 34,171, 00 ™) Term contract completed.
C i Chicago, IFB-AV-11-175~
DO.erereememnnnennnnas=-| VII-49, July 30, 1956._| Headquarters 5th Army, |.....do 13, 447. 00 ™) Do
sst:é.%ago. IFB-AV-11-175-
A. R. F. Products, Ine,, | VII-58, July 19, 1957..| WPAFB, IFB-33-000-57- | Glide slope and maintain- 90, 169. 00 (i Contract completion behind
River Forest, Ill. 106. ing receivers, plus spare schedule, Apr, 23, 1958. Delays
were caused by Pmcuri.ns
agency not issuing shipping or-
ders for completed umits,
Airborne, Inc., Chicago, Il..| VII-36, Mar, 29, 1956..] NPO-Washington, D.C., | Starter generators. ..........| 447, 567.00 The aireraft generator had been
IFB-600-749-50. 4 sole source item. The com-
pany failed to deliver a first ar-
ticle which would meet specifi-
cations. Contract was termi-
nated for default.
Alco-Deree Co,, Chicago, IIl.| VII-8, Mar, 4, 1955.... ng_eéal _..{\jl;gg_g‘f—u-m&- Bheet steel... 56, 393. 00 Contract awarded another com-
4 pany. b
DOceaecaceaneeanacaena| VII-13, June 8, 1955...| Topeka AFD, IFB-14-604- | Structural steel. - - ooeeeeeenn 88, 647, 00 ™) Contract  completed  behind
55-76B. schedule, Oct. 19, 1055. 30 days
late on a 80-day contract due to
delayed receipt o1 material,
American Automatic T VII-10, May 26, 1955..| WPAFB, PR-MIPR-R55- | Photofllm dryer.eeeeessaness 49, 892, 00 ™) Contract completed behind

writer Co., Chicago, I1l.

See footnotes at end of table,

187-2400-A80-8CGO.

schedule, Jan, 5, 1956, Final
shipment about 1 month late,
Primary delay caused by sub-
contractor of outer frame,
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ILLINOIS—continued
American Automatic Type- | VII-52, Oct. 16, 1956...] WPAFB, [FB-33-6.0-56- I‘lmtugral:nhlc film dryer, | $153, 693.00 i) Contract in process,
writer Co,, Ohicago, 1L 154, type EIL-3, plus spare
parts and technical data.
Do. VII-61, Oct. 30, 1957...] WPAFB. [FB-33-600-57- | Dryer, photographic. .ceee-- 61, 870. 00 &7, 500 C%ltm%c?mplemd on schedule,
- ee,
H, L. Garment Co., Chicago, | VII-6, Feb. 18, 1055...] Wilkins AFD, RFP-33- | Coveralls 260, 386. 00 *) Contruet  completed  behind
1L 602-56-3032. schedule, Apr. 26, 1956, Final
shipment about 2 months late.
Change orders by procaring
service contributed to delay.
Hubbard Oven Co., Hamp- | VII-62, Nov. 21, 1057__] USN Air Station, Jackson- | Ovens electrieally heated.__.] 15, 600. 00 ") Contract completed on schedule.
shire, Il vﬂ]el, Fla., LFB-207-13-58, Jan. 30, 1958,
Iini Airlines, Ine., Rock- | VII-65, Feb. 20, 1058..] USA Transportation, Sup- | Maintenance, repair, and G5, 000,00 *) Unsnticmaw.l financial distress
ford, Il ply, and Maintenance flight test of L-20 type contributed to completion be-
Command, 8t. Louis quo- Army aircraft. hind schedule, Nov. 26, 1958,
thtioix No. 282-B, request
0. 4.
Industrial Preeislon Prod- | VII-25, Oct. 10, 1955...] G880, IFB-156-(3)-59-56_--| Metal washers. .. 904, 00 *) Contraet oompluted on schedule,
ucts Co., Chicago, IlL Feb. 15, 1
Do. VII-46, July 9, 1956 ..] Topeka AFD, IFB-14-604- | Washers, key-steelaaaooaaaa. 1, 530. 00 [45) Contract compIeLed Mar, 29,

56-1077. 1957. Final delivery about 5
months late, Concern could
not obtain proper steel even
with Air Force help.

Do. VII-68, Mar. 31, 1958..] Navy Electrical gply Gear cluSters..vcsasivasasias 21, 160. 00 ™) Contract completed behind

Oflice, Great Lakes, IFB- sehedule, Nov, 24, 1058. Con-

196-204-58. tract delivery was 2 months
latc. due to delays in Govern-
ment inspection st subeontrac-
tor's plants on gear assemblies.

DO..oeesseancannamemeene] VII-G0, Apr. 14, 1958..] USASSA, Philadelphia, | Drive rings and hanger 10, 166, 00 *) Contract completed humna

1¥ B-5C-36-039-58-1582- cables, schedule, Dec. 31, 1958,

Al, I.lvery .delayed ‘2 munths
mqulrument.s by 14, and placed
the 14 on basis,
livery . sc 1edule was nr%ﬁ
this actiun.

Natlonal Multiple Products | VII-26, Oct. 17, 1855...] UBASSA, Philadelphia, | Electric loads . caeaeaeceaaae. 20, 527, 00 ) Contract wmplutod on schedule,
Co., Chicago, Il RF P-PD-43/875-40409, Feb. 29, 1

L. A. Percira & Co., Chi- | VII-9, Apr. 15, 1055...] USASSA, Chicago, IFB- | Reels 39, 418, 00 ) Contract comploted  behind

eago, 1L SC-30-039-55~11 & schedule, June 29, 1956. Final

shipment about 314 months

late. There was a 3-month

dela}' in appmvul of prototype

Small Motors, Ine.,, Chi- | VII-73, July 1, 1958....| USASSA, Chicago, IFB- | Motor generator, plus tech- 23,342,000 4,864 Contmet emnslgleted cm schedule,
cago, I, BO-36-039-58-1306-C2 (51).] nical data, Apr, 15, 1

) ST s e «-| VII-78, Apr. 20, 1959..] USASSA, Chicago, P.0O.- | SBpare parts for motor gen- 1 3,033, 00 tract not yet awarded.
16565-P C-59-C2-51. erator,
South Side Iron Works, | VII-17, Aug, 24, 1956..] Chicago QMD, IFB-QM- | Paddles, food stirring. .---- 14, 691, 00 *) Contract  completed  behind
Chicago, 1L, 11-000-56-7., schedule, July 23, 1956, Errors
on the part of a subcontractor
in stamping unantici-
pated diﬂiouk in satisfying
ins s on weld dressing
and similar problems caused
dellvery delays.
Stein Bros. Manufacturing | VII-11, June 10, 1955..| Philadelphia QMD, QM- | Pneumatic mattresses.......| 1, 183, 267.00 *) Contract completed behiud
Co., Chieago, IIL 36-080-56~N E G-303, schedule, May 3, 1956. Final
ﬁuamlty was shipped about 60
ays late, Delay in material
%)pmvnl by procuring service.
elay in obtaining valves
from subcontractor. :
Switches, Inc., Chicago, I1l._| VI1-20, Nov, 23, 1955..| Chicago QMD, IFB-QM- | Identification card holder._. 5,499, 00 *) Contract completed behind
11-009-56-86. schedule, May 22, 1956. Com-
leted about 6 weeks late
ome of this delay was
by %m waiting approval of
Trlumph Manufacturing | VII-38, Apr. 30, 1966..] Dayton AFB, IFB-33-604- | Modulator units, plus spare 131, 541. 00 ™ Contmet completed on schedule,
Chicago, Il At-112 [class 170). parts. Jan, 3, 10568,
Ottoklawer doing business | VII-80, June 24, 1959..] GSA, Chicago, IFB-CH-=- | Repair, maintenance, and | 120, 000.00 Contract not yet awarded.
as Office Machine Service, 51830. reconditioning of manual
Morton Grove, Il typewriters,
Arthur 8. La Pine & Co., | VII-50, Aug. 21, 1956..| Robins AFB, [FB-00-003- | Fluoborie acid, technical 15, 108. 00 *) Contract completed on schedule,
OChicago, L 66-282, %mé indium sulphate, an- June 17, 1957,
ydrous.
Lumen, Inc., Joliet, Ill......| VII-43, June 18, 1956..| Rome AFD, RFP-30-035- | Electrical power switching | 1,982,706, 00 *) Contract completed behind

564603, group, plus spare parts. schedule, Oct. 25, 1957, The
equipment was ready for ship-
ment on schedule. The Gov-
ernment inspector rejected 2
purchased components. These

: pnrmwerere{:lueed hutr.‘anscd
a "-momh delay in deliveries.
Magnecord, Ine., Chicago, | VII-42, June 7, 1956...] Army Signal Corps, RFP- | Research, development, and 64, B70. 00 . company became
1l PR-LY N-156937-56. construction of magnetic big buainnas Nov. 30, 1956.
rawrger-ropmdueerequip
men
H, 8. Martin & Co., Evans- | VII-12, June 15, 1055.. Frinkford Arsenal, N-8176~ | Tubes, image converter.....| 287, 938,00 ™ O(l:.itllllr. 1-(‘T'b comn&ul on sched-
ton, Ill. . 2, Feb,
McMaster Carr  Supply | VII-31, Dec. 5, 1955.... Topegdnzz\FD. IFB-14-604- | Hardware..seeevasanannsanes, 1, 625,00 ™ Ogcnﬁ;mlccggplfged M!‘;lhma ol
Co., C , Jan. 16,
i X McNabeo'.Mckose VII-39, Moy 4, 1956...] Army Signal Corps, Fort | Miniature data recorder.....| 126,241.00 Contract terminated for conven-
Pa.rk, 1L, Monmouth, RFP-56- !1%238 of Government, June 16,

ELE, :

VII-15, July 25, 1956. . Reprodoction of microfilm..| 183, 458.00 ™ Confract completed on sched-

M[lﬁrm Corp., Chicago,

See footnotes at end of table,

WPAFB, PR-160010§FN=-
55-462,

ule, June 29, 1956,
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nLNois—continued
Mobile Eng. Co., Ine., Chi- | VII-47, July 19, 1956__| Topeka, AFD, IFB-14-604- | Washers $26, 685. 00 ™ Contract completed behind
cago, Il 561073, schedule, Feb, 11, 1957. A per-
forating die broke carly ln l.he
production run. T
fl el s aves
be rep i
homtntha gg eé!atys late on nﬂ:g
month s ule
Triumgh Manuhcturlng VII-45, Tuly 6, 1956....| Da; & AFB, IFB-33-604- | Modulators, plus spare parts.| 225,018, 00 ®) OContract completed on schedule,
Apr. 17, 1958,
Watland mroﬂ.lm Co., | VII-66, Feb. 27, 1958.. Army Transportation, S8up- | Microfilming services. ....--| 2, 240, 940, 00 ™ Contraet in process,
Blue Island, 1. ply, and Maintenance
Command, B8t. Lonis,
LF B-T O-23-204-58-50.
INDIANA
O. K., Turk Corp., SBouth | VII-63, Feb. 6, 1958...| Raritan Arsenal, [FB- | Cotton duck truck cargo 46,171.00 *) Contract completed ahead ol
Bend, Ind. O RD-28-924-58-02. body end curtain. schedule, May 15, 1958,
10WA
Northwest Glove Co., Ine., | VII-76, Nov. 14, 1058..| MOTSA, Philadelpbia, | Leatber work-type gloves... 4,852, 00 *) Contract completed ahead of
New London, Iows, ' : lFB—Q'& (C'TM) 38253 schedule, Apr, 6, 1959,
EANSAS
Fruhaul Southwest Gar- | IX-11, Mar. 1, 1955....| Wilkins AFB, IFB-33-602- | Trousers 213, 460. 00 $2,835 | Company suffered financial de-
ment Co., Wichita, Kans. 55-46. terioration, Campletiu: wn.s
ing, and final e.llve was 3
months late, May 4, 1 r&bﬁ
Kansas Van & Storage Co,, | [X-12, Apr.12,1955.._| Army Transportation | Moving and crating services.| 870, 000.00 10,000 | Contract completed on schedule
Ine., Topeka, Kans, Eg{p}s@gsﬁey INV- Apr. 27, 1956
Kreonite, Ine., Wichita, | IX-21, May 15, 1956...| U.8. Army Ensﬂeers Pro- | Vacuum printing frame..... 9, 463. 00 ™) Contract completed on schedule,
Kans, curement O Chieago, Oct. 2, 1956,
LFB- DAJ%Nd -11-184-
Bfi-
Padbloe Co., Inc., Wichita, | IX-29, Apr. 15, 1957...| Kelly AFB, RFP-43-67- | Repair of metal containers._| 200, 000. 00 ™ Call type contract with no calls
Kans. P-130025 & 8115-57-LP- against contract,
KENTUCKY
lrv. Air Chute Co,, Inc., | VI Mar. 19, 1958...| Olmstead AFB, IFB-36- | P, 1 rescue h 235, 621. 00 11,000 | Contract completed on sched
S i 7 £00-58-122, " tvpe MT-1, and related ; Dec. 91, 106, e
ACCLISOTICS,
Period Tables, Inc.,, Hen- | VI-100, Apr. 23, 1959_.| G8A, Washington, IFB- | Wood furniture . c...e.eeeeen 116, 392, 00 Contraet in process.
derson, Ky. . I FN-0A-17725-A-2-24-50., i T » )
Reliance  Chemical Co., | VI-61, Oct. 5, 1956. ... Tg?eka AFD, IFB-14-604- | Deicing, defrosting fluid Contract awarded another con:
Inec., Lcmiwlllei Ky. 0. oern.
Fart M"um" VI-79, Oct. 16, 1857.--| A QM Purchasi Oil burning heavy dut 14,190.00 | 6, Contract completed on schedule,
i an ur- =79, . 16, s rmy nrchasing ng vy duty 435 T com on !
ing Co., Lonisville, Ky. Aﬁncv. Columbus, IFB- range. Dee. 16, 1957,
QM-33-031-58-102.
LOVISIANA
Picketts’ Food Service, | X-55, June 11, 1058._..| Perrin AFB, IFB-41-610- Ogamticn of dimnz hﬂlJS. 246, 450, 00 ™ Term contract completed.
Bpringfield, La. 58-17. tchen, and
mues. at Pm'ﬂn
Bouthern Aviation Corp., | X-34, Aug. 5, 1957 ... Army Tmusggrtaﬂon Corps, Overhaul and repair, air- 376, 584, 00 ® Contract completed on schedule,
Shreveport, La. 8t. Louis, RFP-200- craft engines, Nov. 30, 1958,
MARYLAND
Airline Precision Instru- | IV-90, Nov. 20, 1058...] Bureau of Engraving and | Brine trench tank.....ceee-. 1,175. 00 ™ Delivery about 1 month late, due
ments, Ine,, Baltimore, Printing, Washington, to questions on drawings, spec-
Md. IFB-BEP-115. ifications, and some production
difficulty, Feb. 27, 1959.
N g e IV-101, May 15, 1950..| Bureau of Engraving and | Currency banding machine, | 1 16, 000. 00 ™ Contract not yet awarded.
Prlnthg ashington, semigutomatic.
Carroll’s Laundry, Havre | IV-83, July 3, 1958.....| Philadelphia Mmﬂ Ship- | Laundry and dry cleaning 039, 00 Contract in process.
de Grace, Md. iy yord, LF B-151-603-9502 sgg;sgs during fiscal year " < s
1959,
shelman Motors Corp., | IV-79, July 15, 1958....] GSA Washlngton IFB- il 1, 261, 527. 00 ™ Do,
Baltimore, Md. FN-3G-0938~ 41508,
The Instruments Corp., | IV-74, Apr, 23, 1058...] USASSA, Chluago Wind direction and speed 107, 378. 00 6,519 | Contractor had difficulty obtain-
Baltimore, Md. BO-306-039-58-912-" !B&-é indlcators. i acceptable meters from
estinghouse. Contract com-
pleted less than a month delin-
quent Mar. 6, 1959,
Aiamnder Milburn Ine., | IV-102, June 5, 1959...| Rock Island Arsenal, IFB- | Oxygen-acetylene torch set 44, 510, 00 ™ Contract in process,
3 ORD-11-190-56-123, for cutting and welding,
i’roduou, Ine., | IV-14, Mar, 11, 1055...] Army Chemical Processing | Fuses 63, 020, 00 38,525 | Contract completed on mhedu.lo.
North East, Md. Dm{f{i Ghlcagg' IFB- Oct. 31, 1955.
Do, IV-17, Mar, 30, 1955 Igniters, 83,8400 2,78 Gontra%t %E;pleted on schedule,
Sea Light Engineering Co. | IV-06, Mar, 23. 1959...| Naval Supply Depot, Me- | Automatic floating distress 662. 00 ™ Contract in process.
Silver Spring. Md. v abanlcs'l)zurg, Poli- marker lights, b "
Buburban Research Corp., | IV-38, Nov, 27, 1956... Navy Electmn.lc Suppi OI- RF transmission seal.....ea- 17, 210. 00 132 | Confract completed behind
Gaithersburg, Md. fice, Great Lakes, schedule, Aug. 9, 1957. Spec-
126~136-57. ifications were
rormanos of contract.
Triest Manufactaring | IV-27, June 26, 1956... OTAG, Detroit, IFB- | Olamping rings 1,163, 00 181 clamping
Works, Inc.,, Annapols, ORD-20-113-56-1058. wm'e com etodabeadof
Md. ule, but the Government de-

See footnotes at end of table.

Nyed acceptance 2 months,
v. 30, 1956,
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MASSACHUSETTS
American Cleaning Co,, Ine,, | I-82, Jan, 30, 1959.....] GS8A, Washington, D.0,, | Janitorlal cleaning service | $552, 000, 00 L] Contract in process.
Cambridge, Mass, IF B-GS-03B-7614, for 1-year period.
Andonian Associates, Wal- | I-02, June 30, 1959.....] Cambridge Reserve Ganter, Pressure reliel valves plus 19, 374.00 Contract not yet awarded,
tham, Mass. Bedford, RFP-PR-06037. plus technical data,
Atlantic Equipment Co,, | -39, May 25, 1955..... Aml:l. Engineers Processing | Generator Set5..mmeeccenaaea= 14, 480. 00 ™ Contractcom pleted behindsched-
Ine,, Readville, Mass, m, hicago, IFB-D A~ ule Oct. 31, 1855, Final ship.
NG-11-184-55-0~-419- ment about 20 days late.
Strikes at suppliers plant
caused most of the dol“ﬁc
Wm. D. Bright Enterprises, | I-22, Mar, 17, 1054_..._| Army Quartermasterpurchas- | Panel s e cecceceecamaaaaaas 71, 817. 00 $4,132 | Contract completed ad of
Waltham, Mass. inﬁ{ age %ﬁ-’_‘gs IFB- schedule Sept. 22, 1654
o SR Scassmssnmsmnac] I-42, Aug. 4, 1065, 0.2 Army uartermaster  De- | Conteon CoVertammmeaaneanqa- 89, 550. 00 *) Contract completed behind
pot, Philadelphia, IFB= schedule July 31, 1056, Final
QM-36-030-55-870. shipment delayed about 3
months, Firm claimed defee-
tive Government furnished
materials, errors in drawings.
and poor handling by Quarter-
master. Case went to Armed
Services Board of Contract
Appeals. Final decision un-
OWTL.
DO ennn wanansnsnnena]| I-85, Apr. 21, 1950..... Army Quariermaster De- | Memoriol cotton bunting 17, 650. 00 *) Contract in process,
pot, Philadelphia, IFB- flags.
gﬁucm{) -36~-243-59~
Cargocaire Engineering | I-76, June 27, 1058._...| Army Engineers Processiny | Dry desiccant type auto- 773, 982. 00 *) Contract completed ahead of
Corp,, Amisbury. Mass. ce, Chicago IFB-DA- mutic dehumidifiers. schedule, Jan, 16, 1950,
ENG-11-181-58-CF-557.
Cindy Knitting Mills, Bos- | I-80, June 11, 1950..... Army ( uartermaster De- | Knitted waistbands..ceaau-- G, 895, 00 ™ Contract in process,
ton, Mass. Ewt. iladelphia, I¥B-
M((CTM)-36-243-50-
D t, Ing., Bel t, | I-75, June 25, 1958 ... WP—AI“B IFB-33-600-58- | Microfilm  still  picture 213, 275. 00 9, 480 Do,
Mass, 181, viewer with spare parts
and technical data,
ﬁl Munuractnring I-46, Jan, 18, 1956. _ . .| Hill AFB, IFB—42-600-56-81. | TOW targetS.-aunmavananeanan]  113,100.00 1,125 | Contract eompleteﬂ behind
00., ¢., Lowell, 28, 1956, Sub-
wntmomr de n?r and ummt.iul-
difficulty de-
1 J Fed numpletlm.
W. J. Dunn Co., Ine, | I-24, Apr. 21,1954 ... BuOrd, Washington, DC., | Wire rope clips. .c-cceseses- 78, 375. 00 4,875 Coutmt completed ahead of
Bostnm Mauss, IFB-7711-0-B. edule, Jan. 31, 1955,
i‘enllnnnd & Co., | I-52, Apr.17,1056......] G880, IFB-IE»S—[I}-SSS—JB Sealing I d 9, 432.00 2,508 Oontrm:t com leted behind
Inc New Lower Falls, s Oct. De-
Mass, livery de!ayed nding receipt
of containers. Procuring serv-
ice inspection caused some
Y.
The First Electronies Corp., | I-58, Sept. 10, 1058....| USASSA, Philadelphia, Modification kits...ccacameans 28, 952. 00 *) Contract completed ahead of
Boston, Mass. }EB—SCWT‘?DG- schedule, Jan. 31, 1957
General  Communieation | I-80, Nov. 19, 1958__._| Dayton AFD, RFP-33-604- | Radlo frequency transmis- | ! 39, 200.00 Contract awarded others Dee,
Co., Boston, Mass. 1200, sion line switch., 6, %
B. M. Harrison Labora- | I-53, May 8, 1056. ..... BuShips, IFB-600-000-56-8_| Electronic multimeters...... 77, 074.00 13,360 | Contract in process,
tories, ﬁe., Newton High-
B. Harrison Labora- | I-55, May 28, 1056....| BuShips, IFB-000-1264-56- | Multimeters plus spare 15, 186. 00 1,412 Do.
E.ori&s:.mc » Newton High- 8. s
arn
Reinforced Plasl:ics Corp., | I-81, Jan, 28, 1950._... USASSA, Philadelphia, Eleetrical equipment shel- 47,353, 00 |avannvenes Faellitlm lquidated shortly affer
Vineyard Haven, Mass, {g‘?-sc-oas-w-mm- ter. t e lAésignee unaceeptable
s o Signal Corps,
Revere Glass Co., Revere, | I-79, Aug. 15, 1956.._.. Brookley AFB, IFB-01- Eme;amm:r signaling type | !32,088. 00 Procurement withdrawn Bept.
Mass, 601-58-439, ¥ M K-3 mirrors,
St. Pierre Chain Corp., | I-83, Mar, 18, 1050.....| GSSO, Philade!phln IFB- | Wire rope elips. .........-.--! 18, 445. 00 ™ Contract completed ahead of
Worcester, Mass. 165-(1)-2139- schedule, June 16, 1059,
Technology Instrument | I-67, Oct. 18, 1957._...| Gentile AF Sta:mn. RFP- | Variable resistors....ceeaceae 19, 350, 00 1,488 | Contract eompleted ahead of
" , Mass. 33-604-58-1014. schedule, M
DY s i —ne-| I-68, Oct. 16, 1057.....] Gentile AF Station, RFP- do. 20, 875, 00 717 | Contract com lete& ahoad of
B3-604-58-1048. schedule, Feb. 14, 1958,
Tobe Deutschmann Corp., | I-32, Feb. 9, 1956......| Gentile AI"D. RFP-33-604- | Capacitors 845,00 153 shipment delayed about
Norwood, Mass, 56-1389, 2 months, Late due to lack of
capital and an abnormal num-
ger of rejections during inspec-
on.
DO eerenenensnsanaaceaa| I-34, Mar, 9, 1055..._._| Gentila AFD, IFB-33-604- do 1,222, 00 70 | The contract was completed
55-27. : about 1 month late due pri-
marily to finanecial tliﬂlcult
There a shortage of
l-erinl and dlﬂicu]ty n.\eeting
D0...causasanncmrensnanaz| I35, Mar, 9, 1956......| Gentile AFD, RFP-33-604- do. 1,208, 00 406 Tg contraict was completed
66-1616. about 1 month late becanse of
certain failures during final
tests. Bhipment would have
been 1 week sooner, but bills of
lading were not received.
Utility  Metal _Products, | I-84, Apr. 7, 1969...... DaputmentoiNaw, Phila- | Aluminum clothing lockers..] 111, 661.00 ™ Contract in process.
' Inc., Beverly, Mass. : delphia, IFB-155-(3)-
Worcester Bhoe Co., Worces- | I-72, Jan, 22, 1058_....] MOTSA, B-BM—M—M— Combat Hoots.uaaeeanenaan-| 219, 960,00 1,440 | Contract completed nluoml of
ter, Mass, B58-227, i schedule, June 11, 195
Worcester Automatic Ma- | I-74, May 21, 1958.....| UBAS8A, RFP-80-36-030- | Engineering design and 120, 000, 00 *) Contract in process,
chine Co,, Worcester, 58-10104-81, wnstruct&onorauwmatad
Mass, batcer‘y;m assembly and
solder! machine test
runs and technical reports,
MICHIGAN
Beacon Boat Co., Holland, | VI-31, Feb, 19, 1054...| Bu-Ships, IFB-7200-5. .e.--] W00d D0AtS. cacacemnnannenas] 36530100 ® Final sh.fnne.nt about 4 months
Mich, late, M 2, 1956. Unantici-
pated financial difficulties de-
veloped. SBA supplied finan-

clal assistance.
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MICHIGAN—continued
Machine Products, Novil, | XV-3, Dec. 17, 1056...| OTAC, Detrolt, IFB- | Bracket SUPPOrtS.ceeeesnaas- $1, 556, 00 $567 | Contract quantity of 1,206 brack-
Mich. ORD-20-113-57-674. ets completed on schedule in
June 1957. The 5§ percent ac-
Tpmz {»;gg:rmn was shipped
ugus .
Metro Engineering & Man- | XV-12, Mar, 6, 1058.._| USASSA, Philadelphia, | Semitraflor o ooceecceceaaaas 1335, 014. 00 Procur withdrawn by pro-
utasturing Co., Inc., De- IBlzn—sé—a&-oas-as-wsg- curlng activity.
troit, 5
Park Industries, Ine,, Mel- | VI-33, Mar, 31, 1954...]| W-PAFB, Ohio, AFB-33- | Gun heaters. ..aveemensemns- 181, 243, 00 (s Contract terminated for conven-
vindale, Mich, 600-54-14, ia!)%ge of Government, Dee. 17,
Raubar Manufacturing Co., | XV-10, May 22, 1957..| OTAC, Detroit, IFB- | Hull drain valves. .ccaceceae 3,192, 00 205 | Contract com}aleted on schedule,
Detmi Mich. ORD-20-113-57-1494, Dec. 10, 19!
Accessories | XV-1, June 26, 1956...| OTAC, Detroit, IFB- | Tank support bracket. 1, 352,00 ) Contract completed beh{nd
Gorp East Jordan, Mich. ORD-20-113-56-1116, schedule, Oect. 22, 1950,
month late because of an error
in shipping container order.
MINNESOTA
G. & 8. Distributing Oo., | VIII-7, Apr. 28, 1959..| Army Quartermaster Pur- | Plastic drinking cups........ 1 51,135, 00 Case closed June 12, 1959. Com-
Ing., 8t Paul, Minn, chasing Agency, Colum- pany declined to extend bid
bus, [FB-QM-33-021-59- option due to contract award
628, delay.
MISSISSIPFI
American Tent Co., | X-29, Feb. 18, 1957....| Hill AFB. Umh. IFB-42- | Aerial tow targets. _.cccca.-. 65, 527. 00 6,075 | Contract completed on schedule,
Canton, Miss. 600-57-1 Apr. ‘%ﬂﬁd ?orlglnol rttfqulm-
men u
Watson Laundry & Clean- | V-86, July 15, 1058.....| Greenville AFB, IFB-22- | General laundry service..... 20, 521. 00 8,760 | Contract not awarded this con-
- ers, Cleveland, Miss, 601-58-90, cern. Procuring. serviee de-
cided that reasons other than
capacity and credit caused
disqualification.
MISSOURI
Oontinental Hat & Oap | IX-50, Mar. 2, 1959_...| Philadelphia Quartermaster | Woman’s garrison  wool 1 5, 337.00 Oase elosed; company would not
Co., Kansas City, Mo. slz_emt ﬁB—QM(CTM)- serge caps. extend bid option.
Jameo Manufacturing Co., | IX-52, Apr, 23, 1059...| Philadelphia Quartermaster | Cotton duek paulin.........| 148 810.00 ™ Contract in process,
o S Depot, IFB-QM (CTM)- E
Metaleraft Manufacturing | IX-31, Apr. 30, 1957...| GSS0, Philadelphia, IFB- | Medical lockers and first-aid 25, 871.00 ™ Discrep: had developed in a
& BSales Corp., Kansas j 166-(3)- 1!?»54:-57p boxes, drawing gor a gasket. Delay
City, Mo, tered waiting for au-
thorization for revision. Suc-
OBSSf‘IJ.UY completed 1 month
w3 o TR A ALY IX-37, Oct. 18, 1957._. G?g;_). Iiilﬂade!phi& IFB- | Steel safe 10ckers. ..eeaeenve 17, 502. 00 ®) Gos:lgz:}ctheompleted ahead of
:Dalm Ltd Ine,, | IX-38, Dec, 11, 1057_._| Philadel phiaQimmrmastw Men's blue wool trousers..-| 1, 370, 885,00 15, 571 Deiivery on thla lo-month
Depot, IFB-QM (CTM)- was
wp nra‘lurstt, !nc., B6-243-55-184, The mmlimt axperleneed
rlg.htsrllle, specific delays as GFP eloth
was not made available on
time. Some of the cloth, when
received, was than
called for in the specifications,
e Lk IX-39, Dec. 11, 1857...| Philadelphia Quartermaster | Men’s blue wool gabardine 468, 423. 00 684 | Contract completed ahead of
1 Depot IFB-QM{CTM}- trousers. : schedule, June 20, 1958,
Barmont, Ine, Caruthers- | IX-28, Feb. 8, 1957.... Shelby AFD BFP-&B—M— Repairand recondition Gov- | 150, 000. 00 ® Oontract completed on schedule,
ville, Mo.; 567-3087 - ert:::;ant-owned canvas Feb. 6, 1958,
Do. IX-36, Bept. 18, 1957_._| Wilkins AF Station, Ohio, | Repair and maintenance of 5, 000. 00 * Contract completed shead. of
R FP-33-602-57-3154, tents, sleeping bags, ete. su.hodulo. June 30, 1958.
Be; Wallas & Co., 8t. | IX-18, Jan. 26, 1956_..| Shelby AFD, IFB-33-602- | Coveralls 373, 661. 00 ™ a\;ﬂmmt about 30 days
iﬂi"fm, 56~59. 1957, Coneern
ueed abon: 1,000 units per
wm but ot.har work caused
Do. IX-19, Jan. 26, 1956 __ Sha%;l-hzy) AFD, TFB-33-602- | Cotton duck suitcases_...... 74, 050. 00 ™ Uunh-accedule'crgr%pfia% ahead? ol
§ e 2
Do IX-25, June 22, 1950...| S8helby AFD, 1FB-33-602- do. 265, 650, 00 14,053 | Contract mpleted  behind
56-242, sctledme, July 29, 1957. Un-
foreseen difficulties in finishing
operations on last fow suitcases
caused 2 months' delay on this
Brand Hat Co,, St. | TX-15, Nov. 2, 1655...| A usrtermsster De- | O 100,500.00 | (9 cm'mmmw fapleted on schadale
- ov. ---| Arm A on com on se
sm e l%lmde!phin, el B s July 5, 1956,
QM-36-030-56-102"
R s it ik IX-17, Jan, 24, 1866...| Army Q):mrtermaster De- |.cne- 0 e e eea] .40, 750 00 (] Contract completed behind
pot, Philadelphia, IFB- scheduls, Jan, 24, 1957,  Delay
QM-36-030-56-358, in revision of Drigina] eciﬂcs-
tion. Large contract for same
item_ placed without reference
to 8BA during production
period.
NEBRASKA
American S8ound Co., Oma- | IX-26, Dec. 5, 1056..... Tinker AFB, IFB-34-601- | Furnish and Install bell and 17,804.00 ™ Contract mmp!atad on schedule,
ha, Nebr. - 57-86. light alert system. July 81, 1957,
Ecientific Radlo Produets, | IX-23, May 28, 1056...| USASSA, Fort Monmouth, uryslg{ units.......... 29, 842, 30 ™ Contract complatsd behind
Inc., Omaha, Nebr. . RFP-56-ELS/D-3611. sched: t. 30, 1957, Delay
Unant!c?pﬂed R. & D. work
developed during contract
progress.
'NEW HAMPSHIRE
Marion Electrieal Instru- | 1-64, Mar. 4, 1057....... W-PAFB, IFB-33-600-57- | ID-525/ARN indicators..... 57, 000, 00 28,879 Omtmetwmniatad on schedule,
me}l;t Co., Manchester, 04, . July 31, 1958,
Northéastern Eng., Ine,, | 1-87, May 25, 1966..... USASSA, Philadelphia Power supply UDits. ..ceuan 344.00 | 7,921 | Contract completed ahead of
Manchester, N.H." ’ f 4 B-80-36-039-56-1743~ g 5 schedule, May 16, 1957

See footnotes at end of table,
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NEW HAMPSHIRE—COT.

Northeastern Eng., I[ne., | I-38, May 25, 1055.....] USASSA, Philadelphia, Spare parts for radio sefs....| $23, 517.00 (*) Conftract  completed  behind

Manchester, N. RE  49/55-8F-25816~ sehedule, Oct, 19, 1955, Sub-
(ETAL). contractor de!ny resulted in

final shipment 6 days late,
DO iciccaasssrnsannsas] 140, June 3, 1055. ... USASS& Phlhdeiphiﬂ AR 9,129, 00 ('} Contract completed  behind
5855~ schedule, Nov, 16, 1955. Sub-
contractor delay  resuited in

final shipment 15 days late,

WEW JERSEY

Allled Allegri Machine Co., | IT-237, June 17, 1957...]| UBASSA, Philadelphia, | Test sels..cceceuceannanazqa-|  180,029,00 *) Contract completed ahead of
Ine., Nutley, N.J. gn—sc-ao—o&msv—ms;— schedule, Aug, 20, 1038,

Allied Federal Industries, | II-350, Mar. 24, 1950__| D artment of the Navy, | Practice depth charges......| 485, 815.00 (%) Contract in process,

Newark, N.J. lg‘_shingtun. LF B-600-

Allied Ordnance Corp., | II-210, Mar, 15, 1957..- Tirlkur AFB, IF B—3«H§01- High pressure valves......-- 805, 426. 00 ] Contract completed ahead of
Jersey City, N.J. | - schedule, Nov, 27, 1957,

American Development | I1-238, June 19, 1957.-- USASS A, Phllndelphin. Intercommunication sta- 22, 318,00 * Contract completea ‘behind
Electronics Co., Newark, FB-5C-36-039-57-2152- tions. schedule, Feb, :5, 1959. Pro-
N.J. . duection was mpleted on

ac:nedule,nt;)ut deg}aysrig ins
un roval of drawin
delayed ﬂ.llélf 8 ipmant. B
[ 5 AR B R S e --| I1-290, Apr, 10, 1958... USASS;\ PhllMlclBhia, do. 235, 400, 00 $1,000 | Contract in process
DO ceiiviiascnamnensnss| TI=380, June 20,'1960..2]'U BASSA Philadelphia, | Frequency meter, plus tech- 1 17, 500, 00 *) Contract not yet awarded.
B-8(1-36-039-59-1702 |  nical data,

Ampeo Manufacturing Co., | I1-122, Mar, 27, 1956__.. UBAESA Philmiel]c:'6 in, | Card sets, resistors, and test 176, 908, 00 ™ Contract compléted behind
Inec., Plainfield, N.J. (for- 1T B-3C-36-0 facilities. schedule, Feb, 25, 1959, Ship-
merl:rlan-rlstown} ment was held up swalttng

inspection, revised
requirements, and decision on
ﬁrﬂ parts, Total delay was
about 4 months,

Ampeo Manufacturing Co., | [I-348, Mar, 13, 1050...| USASBA, Philadelphia, | Cable assemblies. ..ccceeeaas] 114, 28100 Procurement withdrawn by con-
Plainfield, N.J. IFB-8C-36-089-59-797-C1. tracting agency Mar, 17, 1959,

ecesmseesssemmsssmass| TI-349, Mar. 13, 1950...] UBASSA Phlladalg)hia. Bpecial purpose electrical 14, 520.00 *) Contract in process.
RFP hO 36-039-59- eable assembly.

Arcturus Electronics, Ine, | IT-48, Mar. 4, 1955, Gem.ila AF D, RFP-33-604- 45, 054, 00 660 | Contract completed ahead of

Paterson, N.J. 55-254 ule, June 30, 1955,
Do. I1-67, May 10, 1955____ USJ\SSA Philadelphia, | Rectiflers. eoaeecennccnanas] 13, 035, 00 554 | Contract completed ahead of
59 FB-80-36-039-55-1756— schedule, Aug. 3, 1955,
D0.cicccnnsscccnncasnasss| [I-68, May 10, 1965....] USABSA, Phllndelphia, E.ectron tubes. . coeeceacaanz 14, 875, 00 1,125 | Contract completed ahead ol
1 IFB SC-36-039-55~ schedule, Aug, 29, 1955, :
DO.cicennnsnnsnannnsnsan| H=74; June 8, 1955_.... 'USAI?SA, Philadelphia, |.....do 30, 657, 00 2,085 Contract completed behind
PD-5055-10872. schedule, Aug. 31, 1956, Defec-+
tive components furnished by
8l tube manufacture
¥,

General Electronics Divi- | TI-00, Ang, 4, 1955, ... USAS‘-‘;A Phllndelphia ST [ 191, 152, 00 *) Contract completed about 2
‘sion, Arcturus Electron- IF B-PH-26759. f - moenths late, Mar, 2, 1956,
i, Inc., Paterson, N.J. , Femac ly due to financial dif-

Arnav Alreraft Assocates | [1-256, Aug, 26, 1957...| Topeka AFD, IFB-14-604- | Flared sleeves, tube fitting... 15, 340. 00 Declared nonresponsive after re-
Inc.. Little Ferry, N.J. 58-4. : Quirements were reduced.

s AR LY --| I1-259, Sept. 18, 1957- .| Topeka AFD, IFB-14-604- | Aluminum anodized tees | '18,258 00 Oontract awarded to another
58-41. and plugs. mpany, Sept. 23, 1957.

Atomic Cutlery, Inc., Iry- | [1-120, Mar, 16, 1056..] ASMPA, Brooklyn. RFP~ | Surgica. SCisSors. .ccueeeeanan 4, 000, 00 *) Uonzmt completed on schedule,
ington, N.J. 56-546-N., Oct, 31, 1956.

Bellaire Electronics, Inc., | [1-240, June 28, 1057...)] USASSA, Philadelphia, | Cable termina chamber..... 80, 980, 00 Contract withdrawn, Oct. 15,
Red Bank. N.J. RFP-80-86-030-57-2872~ 1957.

Bellaimn Eklewonles. Ine., | I1-322, Oct. 1, 1958 _.. U%ASS&. Phi]ade_!&!_:&. Chamber cable terminals. .. 30, 938, 00 6,002 | Contract in process.

Red Banl =t s
,._._.._’-__.............- I1-330, Nov, 25, 1968...] USABBA, Phllnde'lphia. _____ O ek e s s e 15,811, 00 {igd COC-&U and COC-337, con-
I¥ B-2C-36-030-50-T64-C4. tracts were combined into one
contract, now in dgom
D0.enannnransssnssanasss| =357, Jon. 6, 1950, do. . Qable terminal, TA-89 ( )/ 14, 501, 00 Sep remarks un C0C-330,
FiTal Ehnmber. plus tech- contract now in process.
nic: ata,
Bright Star Industries, | II-9, May 5, 1854......] USASBA, Pllilndelghia, Dry batteries caceeannanaansa) 100, 380,00 962 | Last shipment 1 month |ate,
Clifton, N.J. IFB-8C 57. awaiting bill of lading, con-
tract completed, Feb, 15, 1956,
I1-13, June 2, 1954...... UIBASSA Philadelphis, |.....d0. - ceceeeas ey 4, 582,00 8 antmcglwnl:ggwd on schedule,
~36-030-54-805- an,
Do s cemnmemenssananns| TI=14, June 2, 1054.....] USASSA, Philadel hia, do. 2, 625,00 477 | Contract wmp]eted ahead ol
; IF j schedule, Feb. 15, 1
DO, vicnncannsinninamc=<] H-18, June 4, 1964.__.. USASSA Philn{leg;hla. do. 692. 00 *) Ba&terieaafl!ppedaﬁout:’.months-
Sept. 30, 1954, 2 months
: _MEB+BA-JMID lv;gr&z lost awaiting - bill of
o eanh L L (e (T, | I1-26, June 4, 1954 ... USASSA, Philadelphia, do. 2,352.00 847 | Contract completed on schedule
IF‘?—SIJ"H--I::?IB-SA-IMW i Dec, 31, 1954,
: an =1
Do..ssaaii sassssssasasss| =17, June 4, 1064..... USAS‘}A Philadelphia, do. 240,00 ™) Shipment dﬂtnyed 60 days,
IF B-PH1-43483-81G8 U~ : awaiting bill of lading, Con
Dy [1-26, Oct. 15, 1054 'Ug,tﬁsaSA Arﬁl:?fzd Iphi Batterles 3, 340. 00 4 ctn}ct&ompietledt&lﬂeptaé‘nc&%l:
0t LI e > th! adelphia o e R ik it ontract completed on schedule,
: LF B-8C-36-039-55-206-57, = May 81, 1055,
Burmet Corp., Red Bank, | I1-345, Mar. 3, 1050_...] Army QM Purchasing | Folding canvas bread racks_ 8, 804, 00 ™ Contract in process,
NI Agency, Ogolumhns IFB~-

Century Tool Co,, Palmyra, | [II-52, Oct, 26, 1066... NgO, Wsshinston.' IFB- | Automatic electrical tool 34, 140, 00 *) Delivery about 2 weeks late,

NJ. 600-122-57, kits, Feb. 19, 1957, Bubcontractor’s

| failure to deliver wrenches was

D IL1-53, Oct. 20, 1056...| NPO, Washington, IFB- | Gages noon00| 9 | conirmet completed ahead of

| B ssssssssnnssene =iy . J. B v e . Compial (1]
600-258-57. ’ schedule, Mar, 8, 1957,

7 BPRLNE. PO LR B o N PO,ng?hlngm, IFB- | Oylinder compression tester.| 200, 784, 00 *) Contract completed on schedule,

Feb, 27, 1957.
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E Bros., Inc., Hoboken, | IT-181, Sept. 25, 1956..| Arm M Purchasing | Tent pins..ccucaceasssncaans $247. 152,00 ™ Contract completed ahead of
iiife}, The Bep i a ¢ e%ﬂ%n&u;n%m I_F‘BE P schedule, May 18, 1957,
Frasca Machine Co., Nor- | 11-39, Jan, 19, 1955....| Navy GSS0, Philadelphia, | Valves 9, 510. 00 4384 | Contract completed behind
wood, N.J. -155-(3)~479-55. schedule, May 4, 1956, Short-
age of monel metal and specifi-
cation change which reaultod
in administrative delays co
tributed to final delivery belng
8 months late.

- L I1-40, Jan. 19, 1955 ... Nav% GSSO Phjladulphla, do 6, 638. 00 217 | Contract completed  behind
schedule, July 29, 1955. Diffi-
culty with casti from sub-
contractor and lack of sltiggpl.ng
instructions contribu
late delivery.

General Electronices, Ine., | IT-151, May 17, 1056...| D AFD, IFB-36-604- | Electron tubes. - cvcaeaeaauas 44, 900. 00 ) Contract completed ahead of
Paterson, N 277. schedule, Oct. 31, 1956,

Do II-312, July 17, 1858...| Dayton AFB, IFB-33-604- |. do. - 40, 459. 00 3,497 | Contract mmpiewd behind

58-679. schedule, Feb. 18, 1050. A fire

in a subeontractor’s plant, and

failare of an electron tube ex-

<hanster contributed to delay.

[ T S s R el I1-339, Jan, 19, 1959___ Dasgton-lentllo AFB, IFB- | Electron tubes, type 250TH. 82, 350. 00 ™ Onnttlgaic]:;e wh?pl?;fdl %%hmd of
s ay

Do. 11-356, Feb. 23, 1950_.. USASSJL Philadelphia, | Electron tubes. eeeeeeanna- 41,828.00 g Oontmct!nprocess.

]1‘.31“ -36-039-59-306—
Do. 11-363, Apr. 10, 1959_..| Dayton AFD, IFB-33-604- |.....do 41, 480. 00 ) Do.
H & L Tool & Machine Co., | II-114, Feb, 23, 1056.._| Watervliet Arsenal (NY) | Plate for 106 millimeter gun. 27, 478.00 11,383 | Contract completed behind
Mountain View, N. Army Ordnanee Corps, sch une 14, 1957. The
IFB-ORD-30-14 4 mmpany experienced breakage
of machine tools due to unex-
gacted hardness of steel plates.
inal delivery was 6 months
Heyer Prodach; Co,, Inc., | IT-341, Feb. 10, 1959_..| Rome Air Material Area, Power supply, type B-8, 185, 274.00 ™ Oontrmmmm
Belleville, N.J, B-30-035-50-157, (s s teobnion) data
ITI Electronics (In- | I1-281, Jan, 28, 1958...| Navy BuShips, IFB-800- ultimeters, AN{PSM-&A. 202, 082.00 ™) Do,
dcmkial‘m NMJ vfslon, Ine.), 234-58-8. pll.u E pnrts and tech-
Industrial Television, Inc. | II-110, Feb, 14, 1956.._| USASSA, Philadelphia, Du.a] pomeecl amplifier....._ 87, 058,00 ® Contract nompleted behind
N.J. I F B-SC-36-039-56-10312- ov. 1957,
55, Fm;]:&r  yacuum t.u'bes fur-
by reputable manufac-
turers, dela first article sg-
pmvsi and unanticipa
pol Smen ﬁ“"“:‘r‘:&“
comp! con
Insulex Co., North Bergen, | I1-284, Feb, 14, 1958...| USASSA, Philadelphia, nghtljt'ng units, ML- 13, 149. 00 C ct awarded others Ms.y
NJ. I¥B-8C-36-039-58-1001- |  838(1)/UM. 1958 The Army disrogard
58, 000 on baais that eompmy
disqual reasons
other than ea ty or_credit.
Comptroller General’s decision
B-135144, dated Apr. 14, 1958
was used 8s a basis, B
Corps was initially negative
on capacity and it.
M. J. Johnson Alreraft E III-18, Oct. 21, 1955...| Olmsted AFB, RFP-36- | Inspection and repal.r of 9, 320. 00 o terminated for default,
Qo., Morris Plains, N 600-56-5010(P). compass transmitters, Oct. 16, 1956. A -Helmholtz
ly in ?ottsvﬂle. test coil and other equipment

'a.). to be furnished by Govern-
mmhmt was reeeived 8 months

Keasbey Shipbuil & | 1142, Feb. 1, 1055. .. Navy BuShips, IFB-600- | Boats 126, 225, 00 4,000 | Completed contract 1 month
meﬁe Y Ine., Keas- 275-55-3. behind schedule, Qet. 31, 1956,
bey N.J. Subcontractor's delays con-

tributed to late completion,

I.-awn Electron!cs. Ine., | I1-268, Nov. 1, 1967.... D:g_w'ﬁ AFD, IFB-33-004- Altrgn-ags '::: tmotor 53, 040. 00 ™) OContract in process,

r .
Lnts Co.. Gwﬁenberg. N.J..| I1-352, Mar, 18, 1959...] Army En.gmt Procure- | Flat plotting see.les ........ 1, 806. 00 ™ Do,
men Chicago,
g_%;DA-é:ﬁ;G‘u-IB!—

Marcon Manufacturing Co., | II-278, Jan, 16, 1958__..| USASBA, Philadelphia, | Switchboxes and switch 257, 00 Contract completed behind
Nutley, N. J, IF B-8C-36-039-58-598-58, levers, " & sebf;lgule. Dec. or:aé. 1958. Pro-

euring agency ordered produe-
tion effort diverted to another
project on which extreme ur-

M.i.:d Manuhotnrmg Co., | ITI-30, Mar, 23, 1056 Tlg;gs.&FB IFB-34-001- | Afrcraft seat cushions....... 50, 585, 00 1, 406 Oghtm%tl oi ﬁed ahead of

Nanmﬂo Inc.,WestNaw II-274, Dec. 19, 1957... Na\g Electronle Supply | Tube shield Inserts. .........| 105, 775.00 24, 366 Oontmct;;mpﬁbeg‘lmhmdsehed

ork, N NI ce, Great Lakes, LIFB- ule, Er 25, Delays
126-145-58. caused by lack of eapmlty on
e B il
was ¥
the work among diua%
suboontmce:%rs buealm in time

Presto Recording OCorp., | I1-168, June 27, 1956...| USASSA, Philadelphla, | Recorder-reproducer sots....| 628, 400,00 ulosadbwaasswmpmbe—
Paramus, N.J. IFB-80-36-039-50-860~ big business and was not

augibla for award under COQ

Ramsey Machine & Tool 11-180, Sept. 21, 1956. .| Frankford Arsenal, Phila~ | Gages...o..- 12, 175.00 ® Oontmxlgémpb&mdwhed-

Co., Inc., Hillside, N. dslphh IFB-ORD -36~ ule, Aug. 13, 1957. Delay in
780, ecompleting contracts due to
specifications which required
. - ittshlst n]tma&erhl. Contractor
not at fa
Co., | [1-202, Feb, 18, 1957...| Shelby AFD, IFB-33-602- | Men's -
o £ W 18, “_b%‘ 3 fiylng jackets.. 179, 488,00 * ,.',’ﬁf.?f‘m,"i‘ﬁﬂ‘%,“ ahead of

See footnotes at end of table,
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Oswald Schlckm Manufac- | II-87, Aug. 4, 1055.....] Army QM Depot, Phila- | Insignia........ i e §5, 173,00 After i of COC, contract-
turing West New delphia, IF B-QM-36-030- ing agency decided not to
York, 55-1006, award on the basis of negative

ﬁnglnr;ésm?lhcr than capacity
and ¢
D0 himnmascnmanenden] AL-08, BAg:d, 1055, onee Army (il\'[ Di'pnl Philadel- |_.... 0 ey R T i 30, 425,00 |-eemmanmnan Do,
phh FB-QM-36-030-55-
Do. II-89, Aug. 4, 1955 Arm QM Depaot, Phi.la- ..... S s ke e i a3 11, 000,00 |.--=.s-=.-| Contract 'mahdcd elsewhere,
di‘l]!hiu. IFB-QM-36-080- Aung. 19, 19!
Ho-847.
Seaview Electric Co., Avon, | II-47, Feb, 25, 1955....| USAS SA, Philadelphia, | Micropl sets. .. 420, 737,00 | $54,860 | Contract completed behind
" IFB-8C %039—65—025-53. schednle, Mar. 14, 1957, De-
livery delayed 4 months, Sole
source of cable delayed de-
liv]t;r's' Some finaneial diffi-
culty,
II-04, Apr, 22, 1955, U?I:J\BSSA(\,KPHII::{EI!&E;& Variable attenuators. . ...} 9, 840, 00 524 Gonlllne(?t' u?niplgévc{}%ghend aof
*B-SC-306-039- schedule, July
11-69, May 18, 1055....| USASSA, Philadelphia, | Code recorders. .cecaaereawa-| 283,075, 00 (4] Contract completed behind
I¥F B-8C-36-030-55-1002-51. schedule, Oct. 31, 1956, 1 month
Iate. Work was subeontracted
to another small business con-
CETTL.
D0 I1-102. Nov. 23, 1955. . L?IAI;)E;:‘ Phll:lgflpti:_iﬁ%. Handsets 506, 019,00 | 99,439 thr;::mg %meted on schedule,
e s el I1-145, May 25, 1056... U%A (.?S;D( ml’tll,iillnll‘lsgl%hm. Bwitch assemblios__._.____.. 56, 809, 00 *) G?Tﬂ'l'ryact cogl"ltgwlobed on schedule,
¢ 1 R s 11-301, May 23, 1958_.| USASSA, Philadelphin, | Wire splicing Kits_..oeoee. | 214,890.00 | ..o Procirement withdrawn, May
IBI;B-SC-SI}-DSG-SB-MB- 29, 1058,
T, T e U e 11-354, Mar. 16, 1959, USASSA, Phitadelphia, | Meteorological stations and 37, 220. 00 ™ Contract in process,
%};B—St’:—mmaa—si}ﬁw— psychromatie caleulators,
The chii']en; Ai{cmf} Corp., | 11-240, June 20, 1957.... Tg;x:ﬁ% AFD, IFB-14-604- | Aircralt serews. _..ooaeaa-- 40, 104.00 |- cecnanaas Prﬁm}roeg:ent withdrawn, Mar,
Rochelle Park, N.J. -1123. .
sty kb --| 11-241, June 20, 1057....| Topeka AFD, IFB-14-604- | do 11, 592. 00 Do.
Tctﬂhl‘ntcrd Pa})er Co., Inc., | IT-331, Dec. 11, 1958. .. U?i\ﬁséif‘ort M%%—’%‘I)Ql;ith. Blank chart paper..ceee--- 32, 060. 00 * Cn"ttn-ral(& coNrInplogdl %%hend of
JAnden 2-36-039- schedule, Moy 25, .

Trad Electronics  Corp., | 1I-140, Apr. 30, 1956. .| USASSA, Fort Monmouth, | Signal generators..... 20, 626, 00 *) Contract  completed  behind

Asbury Park, N.J. RFP-50-ELC/D-5219. edule, Mar. 31, 1959. This
R. & D. contract delayed by
prolonged sporadie acceptance
%mmﬁl lrntml delivery nbout

months late.
TN s i i I1-214, Mar, 21, 1957 . Dayf]m[iJ RA FEﬂPR—GﬂB@M enenlO 120, 682, 00 ™ C(;::I‘Iiraftl o?ﬁpl%ed ahead of
an L edule, July

Trenton Textile Engineer- | ITI-180, Feb, 16, 1950..| Brookley AFB, IFB-01- [ Nylon body sea anchors..... 12, 797, 00 ™) Contract in process.

i'i‘]g & Mmu?mmhig Co., GO1-59-328,

Unl:m Electric & Manufic- 11-58, Apr. 12, 1055....| Gentile AFD, RFP-33-604- | Test shields. ..cnacaccnrans 16, 130, 00 119 | The company subcontracted
turing Co., Inc., Jersey 55-2564. entire ra'él uirement to 8 pre-
Oity, N.J. vious producer after procuring

ency asked for several

U.8. Chaircraft Manufae- | II-189, Nov. 8, 1956....] Navy G850, Philadelphia, | Aluminum folding chairs.... 19, 343. 00 1, 555 Contmct completed ahead of
tugng Corp., Bloomfield, I¥ B-155-(3)~5566~57. schedule, Feb. 10, 1957,

Vinclander Clothes, Ine., | I11-163, Aug. 18, 1958_.] MOTSA, Philadelphia, | Men’s cotton wind-resistant | 1, 335, 000.00 |....-.-..] Procurement was withdrawn by
Vineland, N.J. g—aﬂB_Qs M-(CTM)-36-243- snteenb]millznmmts with re- contracting agency.

h movable liners.

The Winslow Co., Ine., | II-36, Dee. 9, 1954 ... W&'EQAFB, RF P-323-600-55- E!ectrictz.lel-nlz}silstl;g-nw ther- 9,833, 00 6, 657 ('Ji:}nlt].rs‘elctl m}mp]egdl%atm? d of
Newark, N.J. ., mometer bu! schedule, June 2
Do. II-252, July 12, 1857... Dg?'_t.&)lnz— AFD, IFB-33-604~ | Potentiometer indicators Prtocuflamont withdrawn by con-

racting agency.

WrI%ht Equﬁmeut Corp., | 11-304, June 3, 1958_.__.| Rome AFD, IFB-30-635 | Metallic rectifier power sup- 175, 753. 00 %) Contract in process.

58~384. ply.
Zenith  Instrument Go., 11-171, July 19, 1956. ..} Olmsted AFB, IFB-36-600- | Parachute-release assem- 254, 822, 00 4,500 | Contract terminated for conveni-
Ine,, Paramus, 56-225, blies. é,'“i’&r,?' the Government, Dee,
NEW YORK ;s
Aﬁmnyt kSpecjfvll.y Co,, | II-172, July 30,1956. ... G%&,\Nzgh York, IFB- | Tape. 4 10, 000. 00 ™ Cg:ﬁg;ﬁl mﬁ-;‘:’.hatfdl D:&hend of
ew York, N. e y

AdlurFiecl.ronics.Inc..!\ew II- 245, June 27, 1067...]| USASSA Philadelphia. Signal generators....cee-o-..| 431, 445.00 ™ o7
Rochelle, N.Y. IFB-8C-36-089-57.

Aerial Machine & Tool Co., | T1-287, Mar, 11, 1058.._| WPAFB, IFB-33-600-58-90.| Aircraft safety lap-type 266, 400. 00 ™ Contract eomaﬁeted on schedule,
Long Island City, N belts, MD-1 and MD-2, Apr. 30, 19,

Afreraft Hardware Manu- I1-44, Feb, 1, 1055.....| Topeka AFD, IFB-14-604- | Bolts 20,114, 00 1,131 ntract _completed
facturing Co., Inc., Bronx, 55-385. gcgilsdule, Dec. nild 1955, Mat:

N g tors contributed to delay.
T et I1-45, Feb. 1, 1055.....| Topeka AFD, IFB-14-604- | ... DB e i i e 688, 00 116 Cunﬁr?lctle oglrlrllpklageli%ghead 14
55388, schedu v "
D0uennannsanmcnsmsan==-| 1I-46, Feb, 14, 1065.___| Topeka AFD, IFB-14-604- |_....do 6, 112. 00 621 | 45 days late on 1 item, 30 days on
Bo-434. another of 19 items. Most of
the items were completed at
least 30 days before required
deliveries, Delays were ocea-
s}u{mg by nomi!iawipt of mate-
rials from suppliers,
DO.eeeeicannsnansaanesns]| II-51, Mar. 9, 1055....] Topekn AFD, IFB-14-60- |- - -ol0: e o ccieaciinonciinmnnn 2, 330, 00 288 | Contract completed behind
53458, schedule, Aug. 16. 1955. Pro-
curement covered several items
of aireraft bolts. Blanks were
delayed at suppliers but eon-
tract was ully com-

AXkeley Camera & Instru- | I1-62, Apr, 20, 1955....| USABSSA, Philadelphia, | Capacitors. 75, 344. 00 13, 400 Contracr. com{:latod behind
ment Corp., New York, IFB-S(S-S&-B%—M—!:N% ule. meters delayed

0. X 53. a:. flui.{;ﬁ:ﬁ?ai dSIﬁmn Corps
expe elivery.

A-L Special Design Prod- | I1-10, May 19, 1954....| Griffiss ATB, PR-469-498...| Oontrol indicators and spare 13, 770. 00 7,000 | Contract completed on schedule,

Inc., Amityville, parts, Bept. 15, 1055,

ucts,
NXL

See footnotes at end of table,
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Ameco Eleetronies Corp., | IT-209, Mar, 27, 1957...]| USASSA, Philadelphia, Fre?uancy meters plus mis- | $355, 184. 00 ™) Contract in process.
New York, N.Y. Iﬁgﬁwsc—sﬁ-oso-a?-mw- cellaneous parts.
) e e i e 11-381, Mar. 27,1050...] USBASSA, Fhiladelphia, |_..._do. 506, 025. 00 ™ Do.
RF_';S-SC-S&-DSD—&‘D-IBM—
American Electrical A{:;p]l- II-6, Apr. 19, 1954._...| GS80, Philadelphia, IFB | Electric heaters. - - cveeeeeeen 10, 280. 00 $1,056 | Contract completed ahead of
anee Corp., Bronx, N.Y No. 3-1870, schedule, Sept, 14, 1954,
American-Moninger Green- | II-150, May 15, 1956... USASSA, Furt Monmouth, | Shelters for electrical equip- 60, 628. 00 ™ Contract wmilluted ahead of
house Manufacturing RFP-PR&C-56-FLO/D- ment. schedule, June 30, 1958,
Corp., Brooklyn, N.Y. 4604.
B eee=ee]| II-305, June 11, 1958.._1 USASSA, Fort Monmouth, | Shelters for electrical equip- 217, 738. 00 Y] Contract terminated for conven-
IFB-PR&C4054-55-8P0. ment plos terminal data. 11291‘1556 of Government, May 30,
1950,
Architectural Metalcrafts | 11-234, May 20, 1957...] AF Academy, IFB-05-611- | Valet units.._..... e 369, 600. 00 ™ Contract completed behind sehed-
Cogp,, Long Island City, 57-69. ule. Delay in preproduction
liosears Corp., Roxb 11-338, Jan. 8, 1059 USASSA, Chi IFB- | Electrical chest sets pl 10, 250, 00 ) c“""ﬂ“‘;s‘é o ‘tﬁimf ":lh“m'i?}
Audiosears ., Roxbury, , Jan, 8, R ' CAZ0, e ectrical ches! plus , 250, (g omple on schedule, June
LY. BC-36-039-50-24-A 5-51. extras. 58
A%tomst[e Metal Pmducts 11-362, Mar. 27, 1959.. U% I}ABSS.\. l’hiiadeighig. Cable assemblies. .. .ccaae.. 52, 306. 00 *) Commct in process.
Brookl,
Awl I.ndustrias, E‘c Bmk- I1-142, May 4, 1956....| ASMPA, IFB-MPA-287- | Identification holders....... 8,053, 00 *) Contract completion delayed by
Iyn, N.Y, MD-56-561, the plant moving 1o new
jocation.
DOcncmcenncnecmnnnnnas-| II-144, May 7, 1956_...| Army Quartermaster Parts | Check valves and washers. .. 827,00 *) Contract completed ahead of
Center, Columbus, IFB- schedule, Aug. 31, 1950,
QM-33-031-56-230,
Beakatron Manufacturing | I11-179, Sept. 19, 1956...| USASSA, Philadelphia, | Reel equipment...ooooceeao. 14, 698, 00 *) Contract deliveries were first de-
Corp., Brooklyn, N.Y, IF B-8C-36-039-57-112-56. layed by late receipt of Govern-
ment-furnished phones. Bur-
glary in the plant caused
shor of parts which were
difficult to obtain in the small
um:tlues required for replace-
men
b1 o B S S, sasenese| 1I-258, Bept. 20, 1957...] USABBA, Philadelphia, | Portablereels. .. ... 58, 701. 00 * Contract comp‘lc:ed behind
IF B-8C-36-039-58-163-56. schedule, Dec. }9. 1958. Other
Go ers had higher
priority. Bome unanticipated
production difficulty.
PBrowne & Bryan Lumber | I1-231, May 8, 1957..__| Griffiss AFB, IFB-30-635- | Cr ted poles. 50, 215. 00 ) Contract completed ahead of
QCo., Ine., New York, 57-283. schedule, Feb. 18, 1957,
Cadillac Electronics Corp., | II-18, June 17, 1954....| Mallory Air Force Base, | Bearings. - coeceseescccemcns 2, 860. 00 1,089 | Contract completed ahead of
New York, N.Y. IF B-40-604-54-66. schedule, July 30, 1954,
i e RS e A ---| II-19, June 17, 1954....] Topeka AFB, 1FB-14-604- | Blind rivets...... SnarahnnEas &, 580. 00 ™ Shipment about 5 months late
54-656, mtrm difficulty with sub-
con .
I e e e S e i ==s-| II-21, June 17, 1954_...| Gentile AFB, RFP-33-604- | Relays and connectors. ... 4, 205, 00 ™ Beversl months' delay was caused
54-1388, t&sting at .mering agency
la here was also
some dala by suppliers,
: Total dela; nhoub 5 months,
DO..ccrcenncnracnnannaaa| II-23, June 24, 1054....| Frankford Arsenal, IFB- | Capacitors. 25, 300. 00 1,850 | Shi mem. delayed 25 days due to
OR D-26-038-54-1074. ‘ects of hurricane on subeon-
tractor.
Carb Manufacturing Co., | IT-220, June 13, 1057_... GSSO Philadelphia, | Aluminum chairs. . ceeeenea. 60, 443. 00 173 | Contract completed shead of
Brooklyn, N.Y. N-155-204 schedule, Nov. 18, 1957,
...................... II-266, Oct, 31, 1957...] GBSO Phﬂadelpbta IFB- | Aluminum clothing lockers..| 100, 424.00 ™ ontract terminated for default.
155-(3 An extended strike contributed
C Packers, Glen- | I1-303, Moy 26, 1958...| USASSA, Philadelphi Splice connectors 1 38, 350. 00 Pm"he lst%}irmltyu
- oy 26, e elphia, o kil rocurement withdrawn May
m Is!md N.Y. }31;]3—3(3—30—030—-58—3008— 29, 1958,
Coaxial Connector Co., Ine., | TI-106, Jan, 25, 1956...| USASSA, Ohicago, TFB- | Adapters 53,187.00 9,252 | Contract completed behind
Mount Vernon, N N.Y. SC-36-039-56-300-(51). sched Fel;dﬁ. 1958, Com-
pletion delay subeontrac-
tor for Teflon Ins?:!u Com-
pany t.lon caused
some delay. Final shipment
of a total of 91,000 units made
4}4 months late.
Do..oeemneeeamaannaa--| II-107, Jan, 31, 1856.._| USASSA, Philadelphia, | Cable assemblies....ooeeee.. 20, 447. 00 ™ Contract completed behind
RFP-8C-36-039-56-10246— schedule, Apr. 30, 1957. Com-
56. pany experienced trouble
with suppliers of cable and in-
sulators, one of them a sole
source. delivery was 6
months late.
Col] Win Ine. Weaif II-116, Feb, 28, 1956...| Gentile AFB, RFP-33-604- | Coils 21, 883.00 ™ Contract completed ahead of
Long Island, N 2004, schedule, Aug, 81, 1956,
Co!o &.nhoratn g II-75, June 14, 1955....| Redstone Arsenal, IFB- | Rocket fuel...cocanccneaaaa| 217, 604,00 37,721 | Contract completed ahead of
Island City NY ORD-01-021-55-514. schedule, Feb, 20, 1956,
Columbus hlectronias II-105, Jan. 20, 1956. .. USASSA Philadelphia, | Test 8et8.cccciccanccnaacnan 25,171.00 ™ Contract cumplated behind
Corp., Yonkers, N.Y. FP-80-36-039-56- schedule, June 20, 1958. Sole
source of precision brass bel-
lows could not deliver as
required. Bpecifled potenti-
ometers failed and required
correction. Completed about
6 months late.
DO oeoemeeceeeaaoae.| II-246, June 27, 1957...| USASSA, Philadelphia, | Interphone controls, plus| 27,174.00 * Contract completed behind
IF B-80-36-039-57-2066— miscellaneous extras, schedule, July 28, 1058, Break-
56. down of a zpeoiﬂod rozazﬁ
ﬂr}atﬁhlc:ﬁseﬂ elay of 1 mon
Al
DO eemocanacaae..| T1-247, June 27, 1957._.| USASSA, Philadelphia, | Radio test sets, plus miscel- 19, 226, 00 ™ Contract completed behind
IFB-80-36-039-57-2245- | ~ laneous oxtras. schedule, July 14, 1958, Com-
nted about 2 months late.
le source of p brass
bclmeould not deliver as
Concord Snpp]jers&l! uip- | II-2, Apr. 19, 1954.....] Army Quartermaster Pur- | Tents....eesesssescnsesssnes 977,00 | 41,082 Contract wmplatod on sched
ment Corp ? B. IIBL%MAM' N.X., " % Jan. 5, Ble,
~30-280-54-307,

See footnotes at end of table,
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NEW YORK—continned

Concord Buppl]ers & Equip- | T1-3, Apr. 14, 1954_....] Army Quartermaster Pur- | Tent liners..cocecesseaceaasa| $484, 560,00 | $15,754 | Contract completed on schedule,

ment Uorp., New York, fll]?a];ink Ageney, N.Y,, Dec. 22, 1064,
esimsssssccssinnsnsss| [I-37, Dec. 23, 1054....] Gadsden AFB IF B-01-608- | Envelopes... .. mecwammnsnnnes]| 100,107,00 |-.....-...| Procurement withdrawn by cons
56-12, tracting agency Jan, 4, 1955,

Continental  Eleetronics, | 11-153, May 23, 1956...| Dayton AFD, RFP-33-604- | Noisesuppressorsand capac- 15, 900. 00 ™ Contract completed ahead of
Ltd., Brooklyn, N.Y. B6-3456, itors. schedule, Mar. 1, 1057,

Coun Machlm-&'loolCo, 11-27, Oct. 13, 1934....| Army Quartermaster De- | Fuel tube sssemblies and 13, 357. 00 130 | Contract completed ahead of

yn, N.Y. pot 0551350 IFB-QM- valves. schedule, Feb, 25, 1955.

Crossbar Telephone & Si 5 II-250, Jung 28, 1957... ‘USAS‘-M Philadelphia, | Telephone switehboards. - -. 59, 700, 00 ™ Delay of technieal Hems at sub-

nal Corp., Brooklyn,N IFB-80-36-080-57- ] contractor’'s plant caused 5
2571-56. n}%hsndelay. Contract com-
ple ec. 24

C.T.M. Co,, Inc., Buffalo, | I1-22, June 21, 1954 _._| WPAFR, RFP-33-000-54- | Bomb racks and spare parts. 28, 523,00 (&) Contract t‘omplebe(l ahead of
N Y. 5143. sehedule, Oct. 21, 1955.

Dynamie Electronics-New | I1-7, Apr. 21, 1954.....| Gentile AFD, RFP-33-604- | Radar tesl. sets and spare 24, 620, 00 11,232 | Contract completed ahead of
York, Ine,, Glendale, 54-1154. parts schedule, hh 21, 1955.

Long Island, N.Y.
Dynamic Electronics-New | IT-195, Dec. 27, 1956....| USASSA, Philadelphia, | Indicators 1124,177.00 |.oeuace...| Procurement withdrawn, Jan.
ork, Inec., Glendale, IF B-8C-36-089-57-852-56. 2, 1057,
Long Island, N.Y, ;

Dynamic Electronios-New | 11-203, Feb, 14, 1957.... | USASSA, Philadelphia, | Azimuth and range ndi- 116, 368. 00 ™ Contract  completed  behind
g’ Ine.,, Richmond IFB-SC-36-039-67-1760~86.]  eators plus drawings. sehedule, Mar, 20, 1059, Sole
.lll]], ng Island, N.Y, source would mnot furnish

component, Modifications
were made but delivery time
was not extended by con-
tracting agency.

Eastern Electronics & Tool | I1-286, Feb, 26, 1958....| USASSA, Chicago, IFB- | Reel cquipment I.y]])e 22, 715. 00 1,450 ardiness in o 0
Co., Lindenhurst, Long SC-36-089-58-017-(51). 11( ) plus teehnical data production model delayed com-
Island, N.Y. pletion of the contract a

month, Oct, 23, 1958.

Flectmnic Components Co., | 11-275, Dec. 19, 1957...| Navy Eleetronics Supply | Electrical cord assemblies. .. 11, 401. 00 1,717 | Contract eompletocf on schedule,

Jughing, Long Island, 109{3]}.(;;"'(35;%" Lakes, IFB- May 7, 1958,
e & 00,
Elm Manufacturing Co., | II-327, Oct. 28, 1958...| W-P AFB, IFB-33-600-08- | Still picture projectors plus 320,052.00 | 107,644 | Contract in process.
%qne. Hastings-on-Hudson, 288, dpare parts and technical

Euclid Equipment, Inc., [ II-24, June 29, 1954 _..| Rome AFD, RFP-30-635- | Generator control panels.... 51, 952. 00 8,721 | Contract completed behind

Frecport, ng  Island, 54-4057, schedule, Jan, 6, 1956. Con-
N Y. tractor wailted for specifica-
tions, aIibpcm\m! of first article,
upprov of provlsioning list,
ing instructions.
Minor d y caused by sup-
1 plier of voltage regulators,

Federal Television (‘orp‘. 1I-160, June 28, 1956...] Rome AFD, RFP-(35-56-] Modulator-power supply, 812, 523. 00 ™ Contract oompleted ahead of
Long Island Cit.g 5012, lus spare parts. sehedule,

Frank & Warren, rook yn, 1I-53, Mar. 23, 1956....| Rome, AFD, RFP-30-635- | Aluminum microfilm reels. - 17, 821. 00 8,206 | Contract mmp].etedf:ehmtlsc]nd
N.Y. 66-22, Mar. 14, 1956. De]aya

caused by chinge orders,
design of dies, dalay in rwelpl:
of bill of lading. More than a
month was taken to issue 1
change order.
J 30 Rl e T (VA S II-353, Mar. 18, 1959...| U.8. Army Engineers Pro- | Surveying arrow sets....-..- 1, 617, 00 ™ Contract in process.

curement Otfice IFB-D A~

alg G-11-184-59-B/E~

General Tuxsilc Mﬂls Ine., | 1I-101, Nov. 16, 1955... Q’\i De; Bn Phila- | Nylon webbings. cacceana.o| 715,350, 00 ) Contract completed ahead of
New York, N.Y., (Plant Adelon ia, REP-QM-36- schedule, July 2, 1056,
in carbondnle, Pii.) 030-56Neg.-50

PR, S oo, II-104, Jam, 17, 1956...| Hill AFB, 'tah. IFB-42- | Nylon cords. - cceeeuceeann.] 140,045 00 i d) Contract completed on scheduls,
600-56-120, Mar. 22, 1957,
GEN-TEX Corp.,, New | LI-288, Mar, 28, 1058...] ASO, Philadelphia, 1FB- | Pilot’'s  protective type | 1,248, 180, 00 50, 876 | Contract in process.
Eﬁng&Y I[E(}Jenemi Tex- 383-268-58. APH-5 fiying helmets,
.0, Manufoacturing Co,, | 11-306, June 12, 1058___| Army Quartermaster Pur- | Floor lamps. oooocoooooaoaae 12, 458, 00 ™ Contract completed on schedule,
Ing., Brooklyn, N.Y ch Agency, Colum- Nov, 18, 1958,
bus IFB-QM-33-081-568~
DO o A el e | I1-319, Sept. 12, 1958} Army Quartermaster Pur- | Light table, type VI.ceaae.s 83, 500, 00 ) Contract completed ahead of
chasing Agency, Colum- & schedule, Mar, 24, 1959,
bus, 1FB-QM-43-031-58-
Henry Products Co., Brook- | I1-178, Oct, 4, 1956....] USASSA Philadelphia, | Ant support 35, 505, 00 *) Contract completed ahead of
i N X IF B-8C-36-039-57-45-55, schedule, May 2, 1957,
A AR -==-| II-184, Oct, 12, 1956...| USASSA Phlladelphla, Reelunits. .cc.cvanaaancanes 10, 729. 00 ® Contract oompletcd ahead of
IFB-SC- schedule, Dec, 28, 1056,

Hercnles Food  Serviee | II-41, Jan, 26, 1955___. ASMPA Brooklyn, IFB- | Instr 1 23, 403. 00 191 | Contract completed  behind
Equipment, Inc., Brook- PA-50-287-M D 55-258, achedule, Nov. 30, 1955, Wild-
lyn, cat strike, ization, fi-

nangial problems, and s wuglplfcr
trouble contributed to de
D0ennncnsnnnnancasmasss=| 1=58, Mar, 28, 1955....] ASMPA, Brooklyn, IFB- | Sterilizers..cccamceccnacanana| 187, 974.00 1,088 | Final shipmeul. 3 months lnze.
MPA-30-287-M D-55-447. Mar. 9, 1956.

Holmsberg Eleetric Co., | II-158, June 6, 1956....] Olmsted AFB, IFB-36-600- | Repair of oxygen trailers.... 3, 080, 00 ™) Contract, mmpleted behind
Ine,, West Islip. Long 56-202, schedule, Nov. 28, 1956, Trail-
Island, N.Y. ers were furnished late and

spare lp;;rts were found after
some delny.

Howal-Ronset Instrument | I1-366, Apr, 14, 1950...| W-P AF B, IFB-33-600-50- | Control panels, relay assem- 488, 511. 00 ™ Contract in process,

Co., Inc., Tuckahoe, N. Y, 40, blcs, amplifiers, and
Ideal Carbon Paper Corp., | 1I-218, Apr, 3,1957.....] GSA-New York, IFB- | Duplicaling master paper...| 111, 494,00 1,115 | Contract completed ahead of
New York, N.Y, FNGN-%—ZI&IQ—A. schedule, July 10, 1957,
0-eemmeemmenanmaennenes| 1I-280, Mar, 24, 1958...] GSA-New York, IFB- | Paper selS.cccsecennavacasas) 48,000, 00 (4] Contract completed  behind
FNON-B-3471-A-2-25-58, schedule Nov. 30, 1958, Con-
tract was pmduee& time but
delayed month awaiting
shipping ius‘lnlcti
Do II-201, Apr, 10, 1958...| GBA-New York, IFB- | Teletypewriter puﬂer for | +41,213.00 963 | Contract completed on schedule,
FN6N-I-3404-A-3-25-58, spirit process duplication. Nov. 30, 1958,
DO.cneseancnnnnaaaaassaa-| [I-208, Apr, 25, 1068...| GBA-N.Y., IFB-FN6N-B- | Boxes 8 1014 inches mas- 418, 060. 00 263 | Contract mmpleted on schedule,
3015-A~4-3-58, ter duplicating paper sets Dec, 3, 1955,

See footnotes at end of table,

pa
w/o protective coating.
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Internntiona] Eleetric In- | II-343, Feb. 20, 1059_..] USASSA, Chicago, IFB- | Electrical assembly cord....| $21, 378.00 Ligh ) Contract in process.
d ries, Ine,, Brooklyn, 80-36-030-50-128-01-51
Ist Machine Works, Ine., | IT-52, Mar, 24, 1955___.] Army - Ordnanee Bifls parts. oo i) 14,133.00 Contract terminated for con-
antra] Islip, N.Y. Spﬁugﬁell;}% IFB-ORB- venience of Government.
Jeta, Inc., Yonkers, N.Y....| [1-320, Sept. 18, 1958__| U.8. Army Engineer Dis- | Diesel engine driven electric | 1, 354, 344. 00 ™ Contract in process.
! trict, Chicago, IFB-DA- 15 kilowatt generator sets.
ENG-11-184-59-A F-11.
DO et o = s o I1-376, June 24, 1859...| U.8. Army I-..n.glneer Fro- | Diesel engine driven gener- 450, 160. 00 ™ Do.
curement Office, Chicago, ator set.
IFB-DA-ENG-11-184~
K edy ] II-317, Sept. 5, 1958_ M%’FSFA_G i Philadelphia, | Leather chipper gloves. 62, 360. 00 ™ Contract mpleted ahead of
enmn: H v Oy -3 5 e L n comp!
%{ % ;Olng éo.. Inc., ggqucrm-sa—m— schedule, Apr. 1, 1950,
it :
K c%ool: Service, New | II-5 Apr. 16, 1954.....| Wilkins AFD, IFB-33-602- | Books, subscriptions, and 400, 000, 00 ™ Contract mmpl,at,ed on schedule,
?ﬂr 54-82, other publications, Mar. 31, 1955,
Kings ﬁl.ectmn{ua Co., Ing., | 1I-81, June 23, 1955....| USASSA, IFB 8C-36-039- | Cable assemblies..... e 14, 987. 00 (4] Final dnﬂversr about 3 months
y N Y. 55-1065-50. late, June 28, 1056. A strike,
waiting for the inspector, and
difficulty with the trucking
gﬂli:peny contributed to the
elay.
- e et S PRI II-187, Oct. 30, 1956...| BuShips, [FB-600-6-57-8...] Antenna, plus spare 33, 896, 00 $2,184 | Contract completed on schedule,
and technical data. Oct. 23, 1957.
Lamtwk C of Ameriea, | II-191, Nov. 21, 1956__| Army Quaﬂarmnsl.ar Pur- | Skis 108, 879. 00 ™ Contract completed behind
Dﬁ:eepaie, N.Y. clmsm FP mg Colum- sche(tllule. dolut. :t!’l, luss.unl;;
—~ spection delay by proc
e 1-4)022-00-& sorvice, defective’ GFE. test
equipment required 5 months
to correct, time delay wnit.lnﬂgf
for decEiion on acceptability
some skis,
on Utensils Co., Long | II-177, Aug. 24, 1956...] Army Quartermaster Pur- | Kettles...ccceeecacsmnananen 5, 549. 00 ™) Contract completed on schedule,
and City, N.Y. chnsm% Agency, Colum- Jan, 28, 1957,
bus IF B-QM-33-031-57-5.
Madiean Design Serviee | 11-273, Dee. 16, 1957...| Army Transportation SBup- | Services, materials, and sup- 5 45, 000. 00 ™ Contract completed on schedule,
Co., Long Island, N.Y. ply and Maintenance plies to perform miscella- June 30, 1
Command, 8t. Louis, neous art work
izFB %Coﬁ ~204~-58-26~ June 30, 1968,
avy
Manhattan  Electric & | II-94, Oct. 13, 1955._..| NPO, Brooklyn RFP-Q- | Fans 15, 600, 00 (] Contract completed ahead of
%\d:ai_menanm Co., Brook- 3677, schedule, Dee. 20, 1955,
I-.Yﬁ'm Ine., Brooklyn, | IT-182, Sept. 28, 1056. .| Army Quartermaster Pur- | Liner band, helmet. ..eeenen 61, 968, 00 * Contrad: eompleted behind
¥, chnsin Agcncy. Colum- De by
bus, LFB-QM-33-081-57- subecontractor mum to ohtain
39. approval on a buckle finish,
Medieal Equipment Co., | II-92, Sept. 21, 1955.. .| ASMPA, IFB-MPA-30- Battery power Supply..oe-. 2,230.00 *) Contract completed behind
“New Hyde Park, N.Y. 287-M D-56-52. schedule, Mar. 31, 1956. Ship-
ments delayed 3’ months by
lack of shipping Instructions.
Production completed on time,
Donald P, Mossman, Ine., | II-56, Mar, 31, 1955....| Gentile AFB, RFP-33-604- | Cam lever switches..cooea.- 24, 360, 00 ™) Contract  completed bohind
Brewster, N.Y, 55-2491. schedule, Nov. 30, 1955,
delivery about 3 months lur.e
Shortage of cal by
flood in Connecticut delnyed
production.
Neptune Electronics Co., | II-123, April 2,1956...| WPAFB, IFB-33-600-506- | Ant 20, 582. 00 Contract terminated for conven-
b?ew York, N.Y. 23, Il?)%g? of Government Sept. 5,
Octagon P Inc., 8ta- | IT-167, June 10, 1956_..] Raritan Arsenal, I F B - | Bolvent cleaning compound. 12, 120. 00 ™ Contract completed ahead of
R N, ORD-28-024-56-432, schedule, Mar. 12, 1057.
S T e I1-173, July 27, 1956___| Raritan Arsenal, I F B - | Corrosion removing com- 99, 000. 00 (o] Contract completed  behind
ORD-28-024- A pound. schedule, July 17, 1057, Inspec-
tl:!n mwlwqmﬂimd te:gnmmar
uality proce-
dure decision caused delay.
1 S 4 A I1-208, Mar. 7, 1957...| G880, Philadelphia, IFB- | Engine cleaning compound 23,217.00 ™ Contract completed ahead of
155-(4; &7. (cresal a schedule, Apr. 9, 1957.
DO.eeeernnnnnnnannanaan-| I-221, Apr. §, 1057....] GSSO Phllnde‘.phl.a, IFB- | Liquid wetting agent. ... 14, 676. 00 *) Contract completed ead of
155-(4)-1519~ schedule, June 28, 1957.
Pax Electronics Co., Glen- | I1-220, Apr. 9, 1957.... stone Arscml IFB- | Miscellaneous electronic 16, 300. 00 *) Contract  completed  behind
dale, N.Y. ORD-01-021-57-467, parts, schedule, %(:F 26, 1957, Com-
pany wal for formnl pur-
chase order before proceeding.
No{.llm of award was 30 days
eariler,
Do. I1-222, Apr. 9, 1957....| Redstone Arsenal, IFB- |_____ i F A S ey ey 10, §19, 00 (69 Contract completed behind
ORD-01-021-57-506. schedule, July 29, 1957. Com-
pany waited for formal
chase order before pr ing.
No]tiekae of award was 30 days
eariier.
e g - I1-223, Apr. 9, 1957....] Redstone Arsenal, IFB-| ____do 23, 795. 00 ™ Contract completed behind
ORD-01-021-57-531. schedule, Aug. 14, 1957, Com-
pany waited for formal
chase order before procee ng.
Noltiice of award was 30 days
earller.
Pearl Table Corp. Brook- | 1I-204, Apr, 28, 1958...| Army Quartermaster Pur- | Table, eard, ty III under 36, 257. 00 ™ Contract completed ahead of
Iyn, N.Y. chasluf J\goncy. Colum- item 4B; table, dining, schedule, Oct. 7, 1058,
M-33-031-58~ lwm Bg table occasional,
Pelleo Manufacturing Co,, | II-8, May 5, 1954 ... Aberdeen Proving Ground, Tube and plate assembly..._ 1,850, 00 749 | Contract  completed  behind
Mt. Vernon, N.Y, 54-201, schedule, Julyzﬂ 1954, Pock-
ﬂsgin‘gshfubom:t\;tmm delayed
na. pment.
Jack Picoult, New York, | IT-358, Apr. 2, 1959.__| GSA, Washington, D.O,, I.lghtl.m; improvements, 884, 000. 00 ™ Contract in process,
N.Y. : W project No. J,0.-80004. tial painting, ect.,
! 8PO, Morgan Annex,
Pioncer Chemicals Co. 11-199, Jan, 28, 1057_..| Redstone Arsenal, IFB- | Starting fluld. .. eeeeeeeeee 74, 840, 00 ™ Contract completed ahead of
Long Island City, ‘\fY. ORD-01-021-57-433. schedule, May 3, 1857,

See footnotes at end of table,
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Precision Assoclstes, Ine., | I1-163, June 14, 1956... UBASS.-\. Philadelphia, | Modification Kits..ceaaceeaas|  $02, 160,00 $373 | Contract completed on schedule,
Brooklyn, N FP-PD-43/816-15119. Aug. 28, 1057,

Precision Video Recording | I1-328, Oct. 2, 1958..... A Forces Radio and | Labor, materials, and engi- 8 15, 000, 00 *) Oontract compieted on schedule,
Co., New York, N.Y, Television . Service, Los neering for recording (kKine- June 20, 1950,

Angeles, IFB-IE-(4-206- scoping) television pro-
2, grams in New York srea.

Production Paints & Coat- | II-206, Feb. 28, 1057... GSS0, Philadelphia, IFB- anm-.-l outside, Eroy....--- 15, 857. 00 ") Contract completed !whlml sohed-

ings, In¢ , Brooklyn, N.Y. 155-(4)-832-57. ule, June 28 I om-
pleted 18 days bchind sched-
ule, At least 60 days passed
while waiting for procuring
st;rvlco approval of test sam-
Pple.

R. E. 0. Corp, New | I1I-253, July 25 1957...| G880, Plilludc-lplu'\ IFB- | Studs, continuous thread, 12, 230. 00 *) Caontract completed ahead of
Rmhel.le, N.Y. 155-(2)=-5' alloy steel, schedule, Nov. 1, 1957,

_________________ —=e-| I1-254, July 25, 1957... GSSO(zPhll ldelphm TR Rl idois . o 22, 274. 00 ™ Do.
155-(2)-228

Recessed Serew Co., Ine., | 11-29, Nov, 18, 193....| Topeka AFIJ ll‘ml% BOreWS. . - ccceenne P o 4, TRO. 00 *) Contract completed ahead of

New York, N.Y. 55-118-Class 20, schedule, Mar, 31, 1955,
R Chpe e 11-30, Nov. 24, 1034._...] Topeka AFD IFB-14-0604- |..... 1 D IR, S £ 4, 647. 00 21 | Contract nomp[eted behind
55-136-Class 20. sched June 18, 1956,
lays in final inspection by thu
contracting agency contributed
to the delay. Time also was
{?sl. awaiting shipping instrue-
ons.
I oA el eee-| II-31, Nov. 24, 1054._. Topol.a AFD, IFB-14-604- |..-.. 00 s D s iy b 1, 726. 00 262 | Contract completed 1 month
55-139-Class 29, behind schedule, May 31, 1955,
Relays, Inc,, New York, | II-11, May 19, 1854____ Gentile AFD, RFP-33-604- | Electrical relays..... et 20, 570. 00 9,205 | Contract completed ahead of
74 54-1661, schedule, Aug. 31, 1954,
0 2N S TI-226, Apr. 10, 1957_.. Dayl.on &FB RFP-33-604- | Miniature relays. .cceaea-- = 22, 080. 00 *) Contract comp leted ahead of
57-21 schedule, Ju.nn 14, 1957,
anr;well Corp., Brooklyn, | T1-108, Feb, 20, 1056... Ros;ﬂ:l £ FD, RFP-30-635- | Headset 246, 900. 00 *) C‘%“‘{“% mo?aplgte&onschwm@,
@ i
Rubber (9 Products, | I1-113, Feb, 24, 1956...) Rome AFD, IFB-30-635- | Latex rubber microphone 16, 636, 00 ™) ontract  completed  behind
Ine., Port Chester, N.Y, 45-70. shields, schedule, May 28, 1958, Pro-
duction contract evolved into
R. & D. Agency re tu-
tives on design. De-
lay in approval by lsborsl.orlas.

Sanitary Slolﬂl Products | T1-313, July 22, 1958 MOTSA, Philadelphia, | Cotton field caps..-occ.o...| 406,034.00 | ... Contract terminated b
Corp., Brooklyn, N.Y. IFB-QM{OTM)-36-243~ fault, June 18, 1059, nl{m

56-290. jurisdictional dispute resulted
in nonperformance and even-
_ tual terminstion for default.

Schaffer Afr Industries, Ine., | 11-137, Apr. 27, 1956...| ASO, Philadelphia, IFB- | Preservation units. ......... 75, 789, 00 *) Contract completed behind

Brooklyn, N.Y. 8383356, schedule, June 27, 1957,
Changes in specifications and
delay in packaﬂng inspection
caused gmc service to
extend deli (!ats. Final
shipment on]y 20 days late.

I e o et i i S 11-309, June 26, 1058___| ASO, Philadelphia, IFB- do. 18, 090 *) Contract completed ahead of
58, ‘schedule, Feb, 11, 1959,
Seneca Industrial Machine | IT-325, Oct. 17, 1059..._] BuShips, IFB-600-1-50-5_..| Hydraunlic telemotor system + 36, 000, 00 Procurement withdrawn, Nov.
Co., Buffalo, N.Y gm:sl:mls plus  technical 12, g
. data.

Bilver Refrigeration Manu- | IT-128, Apr. 9, 1856_...| BuShips, IFB-000-700-56-8_) Refrigerators. .azeasmesazns- 8, 303, 00 ™ Contract completed behind
mmmn#' Corp., Brook- 1856. Delay
Iyn, N.Y. I recoipt of Bill of iading

o al shipment to be 1
mon
3 4o 8 R e el wammenne]| TI=120, Apr, 9, 1956....| BuShips, IFB-600-703-56-8.| Frozen food cabinets....o... 23,812, 00 * Oong:ge]t Efmpletod bg}hind
schedule,
due to ins pmvsl of
sample. tﬁf about 2
months l.ate
DOonnennneecianannaansana]| 11-176, Aug, 15, 1956...| Ships Parls Control Center, | Refrigerators 65, 638, 00 ™ Contract completed behind
Mechanlesburg, IFB-104- schedule .. Des
403-56. livery Chout  atiantie Jate:
t.ad from dolivarr of in-
control. Some delay
ﬂ:o?imtored \{mlcim: for inspec-
approval
Si.grterm Corg'ommerlca. I1-131, Apr. 11, 1956...| WPAFB, RFP-PR-11239___| Services. 43, 061, 00 ™ Og&tmcztr otlim leted on schedule,
: ay 2, .

T, Skmmnu{amuﬂng Co., | I1-318, Sept. 9, 1058__.| AMPSA, IFB-62851-32-50 | Suction and pressure appa- 23, 514. 00 ) Contract completed ahead of
}qnc‘ Long. Island City, (set-aside portion), rntic:s for surgical mobile schedule, Mar. 31, 1

Spring  Ohemicals, Inc, | I1-35, Dec. 8, 1054.....| Rome AFD, RFP -30-635- | Photost t developer, 14, 169. 00 1,254 | Contract oomplet.ed ahead of
Bronx, N.Y. 55-11. schedule, Feb. 15, 1855,

Stanley Transformer Co., | I1-34, Mar, 22, 1055....] USASSA, Philadelphia, 58/ | Tronsformers....ceaaeeesas-- 24, 200. 00 1,220 Commctmmpletedhehindsched-
Long Island City, N.X. 5-5F-20630 andds/5-8F- ule, Apr. . Trans-

76, former lamination.s received
from regular supplier failed
test. Alternate supplier on
alstrlt:e. Final shipment 4 months
H1

States Textile Co,, New | II-109, Feb, 17, 1056...| NPO, Brooklyn, IFB-N140- | Men’s cotton undershirts....] 704,814, 00 4] Contract completed behind sched-
York, N.Y. : 853-50. ule, May 25, 1957, Final ship-

ment about 1 monfh late.
Subecontructor’s © shipment of
fast C New York, | II-300, May 26, 1058...| GS. York, IFB-| B fasteners, paper, file, 1 25, 500. 00 ™ cclc;thcausod(?-i:{}i. hedul

Bta t Corp., New XYor B i aw Of] 0xes, fas per, file, 5 ontract complel on schedule,
NY, oy B NON R 3000 A 416,55, |  saetallc, tyDet. Jan. 19, 1959,

Hmy Stewart Oo., New | II-159, June 13, 1956...| Dover AFB, IFB-07-603- | Mechanics’ hand t00l8..ceu.. 10, 180, 00 ™ Contract completed behind
York, N.Y. 56-170, schedule, Apr. 8, 1957, B lal

g&l’t& delayed Trom su

Systems Associates, Ime., | IT-316, Aug. 26, 1968...] WPAFB, RFP-PR-00000. .| Development of shutter for 40, 072, 00 ®) Contract in process,

Hunti tngton | Station, Long speed aerial "

Islan plus technical data,

Taffet Jisdm & Television | II-57, Mar. 81, 1056.... eqUIDMENE ... vessnnmae)  B7,038.00 | (9 | Contract completed ahead of

Co., Bronx, N.Y,

See footnotes at end of table.

SOSA, Philadelphis, IFB-
80-56-080-55, i

schedule, Oct. 8, 1036,
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NEW YORE—continued
Taffet Radio & Television | IT-115, Feb. 24, 1956...| UBABSA, I‘h!lsde!glhla. Racks $119,063,00 | $29,084 | Contract oompleted on schedule,
lTJoi ‘gr'og_dside, Long Is- IF B~ C-36-039-56—4: Mar. 1, 1957,
land, N.Y.
PO i ) TE-148, My 16, 1066 Dayton AFD, RFP-83-004- | Osolliators and spare parts...|  557,538.00 | 7,000 Ogutract completed on sebedule
Mar,
DO e mmeamees| TI=248, June 27, 1957 Daywn AFD, IFB-33-604- | Audlo oscillators, plus mis- 213, 850. 00 ™ Contract completed ahead of
cellaneous extras. schedule, J‘uly 17, 1959,
DO ieemeeiememananmamee| I1-260, Sept. 20, 1057__ USA SSA Philadelphia, | Hydrogen generators, M1~ 16, 896. 00 (W] Contract completed ahead of
IF B-SC-36-039-58-175-60. | _ 303( schedule.
I1-297, May 20, 1958...| USASSA, Philadelphia, | Cable chambers, terminal, 3906, 446. 00 *) Contract completed ahead of
Jé;B ~S0-36-039-58-2228~ TA-91 O/FT. schedule, June 30, 1959,
Teletronie Laboratories, | II-310, June 26, 1958... USABSA Philadelphia, | Osellloscope, USM-50( ), 238, 157. 00 ) Contract In process,
Inc., Westbury, Long 80-86-039-58-2415- | plus technical data.
Island, N.Y.
Telectro Industrial Corp,, | 11-162, June 13, 1956.... ‘USASSA Philadelphia, | Rectifiers, plus miscellane- 138, 000. 00 *) Contract completed behind
Long Island City, N.Y. 1 IF B-SC-36-030-56-879-55. ous extras, schedule, Feb, 21, 1958. Com-
ponents such as meters and
transformers were received late
from reﬁmtable suppliers. Also
some changes in s cations
were involved. deliver
requirements were B:tendnx{
Pmdﬁ: sufficiently to make up
or
Tensor Electric Develop- | I1-285, Feb. 10, 1958...| BuShips, IFB-600-405-58-8. Control amplifiers, power 30, 530. 00 *) Oontmetyc‘omptued on schedule,
Nmyt Co., Ine., Brooklyn, ‘{Jiml:& accessory kits, May 29, 1959,
re tems,
Therm-Air Manufacturing | I1-280, Jan, 28, 1958.__| Army Engineers district, S-tonaireondluonlus units_. 44, 252. 00 12,748 | Contract completed
Co., Peekskill, N.Y. New York, IFB-ENG- schedule, May 28, 1958.
30-075-58-122. strike at a vital su ﬁl!er.’s
glaul: uc}olayed final t{;
months,
T. L. G. Electric Corp., | II-4, Apr. 19, 1954 ... Rome AFD, PR-406185, | Patching bays, cabinets, 161,131 00 tract awarded another sup-
New York, N.Y. PR 2, and spare plier.
Do I1-38, Jan, 19, 1955. ... Rome AFD, RFP-30-635- | Monitor an powur supply 41, 240, 00 3, 906 Gontmct terminated for default,
55-019. units, gpmximazely Aug. 15, 1956,
o AR O
N o en-
Sotntared obiaining. dotatied
specifications, and other ad-
ministrative delays econtrib-
uted to failure to perform
M%Cﬁ%lmth. II-154, May 17, 1056_.. Dsyton AFD RFP-33-604- | Test shields. .ememeeeenneanne 10, 445. 00 ™ Gogncl::ag wo?ploted on schudnle,
Tyo-Ofaft . Olothes, Inc,, | TI-98, Nov. 10, 1056.... Army QMD Philadelphia, | Toxicological b0otS...uaueee-|  20,760.00 | 2,740 | Contract completed behind
Brooklyn, N.Y. Ii‘l&_:% -36- 030~5ﬁ— schedule, Apr. 4, 1058, Com-
plicated inspection procedures
and g cations uhnngas
caused completion
ﬂmhnx Paint & | T1-230, May 2, 1057....| G880, P!:iladelphln. IFB- | E 1, synthetic 675, 850. 00 (&) Contract mmpletulonseiedule.
I?qa%utsh QCorp., Brooklyn, 155-(4)~1746-57. Apr. 1, 1958,
United Microwave Co,, | I-373, June 10, 1959...] Na Electronies l%phv Fitting transmission lne 15, 400. 00 ™ Contract not yet awarded.
Valhalla, N.Y. ?m_ ce, Great Lakes, fitting,
Unlmal Transistor Prod- | IT-244, June 26, 1957_._| Frankford Arsenal, IFB- | Power supphier.....oooo..... 11, 760. 00 7,440 | Contract awarded another sup-
uets Corp., New York, * ¢ ORD-36-038-57-8 P477. o : ' plier. sa
Un}yt;ag{ul Pin Co., Brook- | IT-355, Mar. 28, 1050_.. Dg _gae}n;‘o_fwﬂ})a Navy, | Pallet adapters.. cceceeaan--| 363, 744.00 *) Contract In process.
wBortin ]' Uhem{_cnl Corp., | II-76, Oct. 28, 1965. ... RmFD 1FB-30-635- | Photo chemicals_ _ .. .. ..... 9, B86. 00 ™) Oﬁtrmgleomm géleted on schedule,
ym, N.Y. § ar.
Worthy = Chemical Corp., | I1-9%, Nov. 16, 1055....| Raritan Arsenal, IFB- | Cleaning compound......... 10, 198. 00 ™ Contraet completed behind
Bmoim. s ; ORD-28-024-56-81. schedule Mar. 31, 1956.
shipment sbout 6 weeks late,
There was about 1 month delay
because concern did not receive
bill of lad There was also
A T gelay, by T
Do II-100, Nov. 16, 1055...| Raritan Arsenal, IFB- do 12, 462.00 ™ Contract completed behind
ORD-28-024-56-70. schedule, Apr. 17. 1956, Final
delivery about 60 days late,
Bubcontractor did not furnish
con 88
was also inspection del
?bogﬁz 1 month delay wal aiting
Do. I1-138, May 1, 1056....| Rome AFD, IFB-30-635- | Photographie developer..... 8, 758. 00 o] Oontrnot complet«ad behind
i 56-201. schedule, Aug. 20, 1956. Con-
tainers were dela at sab-
contractor’s plant.
Do II-139, May 8, 1966....| Rome AFD, IFB-30-635- do. 7,282,00 ™ Contract cumplatad behind
56-208. schedule, A
tninem alayed
20th Century Paint & Var- | I1-230, May 2, 1057.....| GS880-Philadel IFB- | Enamel thetit.ueansnss] 675, 850, 00 Onnmlu ted on sched
m‘.sh Corp., Brooklyn, lb&-(i}-l?ﬂ-ﬂ?.mn’ Al & Apr. 1 ‘Rﬁ ulo,
Un!l.ad M’imaveOo Val- | II-373, June 10, 1959...| Na Electronics Bu Fitting transmission line 15, 400,00 ] Contract not yet awarded.
Oﬁ—‘ieo’&?—gm Lakes, fitting,
Universal Transistor Prod- | II-244, June 26, 1057___| Frankford Arsenal, IFB- | Power supplier....ee.. ol 11, 760. 00 7,440 | Contract awarded another sup-
me Corp.,, New York, Ord-36-038-57-8P-477. plier.
‘Unlversal Pin Co., Brook- | I1-365, Mar, 23, 1050...| Department of Navy, IFB~- | Pallet adapters...coaeaeeaaa.| 363, 744.00 *) Oontract in process.
i:l Ch&miml Corp., | II-76, Oct, 28, 1965_...] Rome AFD,‘ IFB-30-635- | Photo chemicals....ccanceee- 9, 836, 00 ™ OQntracgloom ted on schedule,
mo ¥y, 504308, Mar, 31, .
I1-96, Nov. 16, 1955....| Raritan Arsenal, IFB-Ord- | Cleaning compound. ,aee.ea. 19, 108, 00 Contract completed behind
B : 26-024-56-31. g X o Mar. 31, 1056,

Bee footnotes at end of table,

ar.
shipment about & weeks
There
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NEW YORE—continued
Worthy Chemical Corp., I1-100, Nov, 16, 1055..| Raritan Arsenal, IFB— Cleaning compound...eee...] $12, 462,00 *) Contraet completed behind
Brooklyn, N.Y, 28-024-56-70. schedule, Apr. 17, 1856. Final
delivery about 60 days late,
Subcontractor did not furnish
containers as promised, There
was also inspection delay, and
about 1 month delay waiting
for bill of lading.
DO o ccncmcnnesanenssna] 11-138, May 1, 1956....| Rome AFD, IFB-30-635- | Photographic developer..... 8, 738.00 *) Contraet completed behind
56-201, schedule, Aug. 20, 1956. Con-
tainers were delayed at sub-
contractor’s plant.
. S o i e i e et e b II-139, May 8, 1956... Rg:in—%m_\FD, IFB-30-635~ |.eaaall0.coracncannnavannnana . 7, 28200 % Do,
NORTH CAROLINA
Allen Overall Co., Monroe, | IV-103, June 12, 1959..| Philadelphia Quartermaster | Men's flying overalls__..._..] 430, 880.00 * Contract in process,
N.C. Depot, IFB-QM(CTM)-
B6-243-50-654. ' :
Young Manufac{urlnu Co., | IV-68, Feb, 20, 1058...| GSA, Washington, .IFB- | Furniture . .oooooocoeeeoo} 176, 905.00 $6,036 | Contract completed behind
Inc., Norwood, N.C. + #F N-I1-11068-A-1-2-58, schedule. Furniture produc-
duetion was diverted to con-
tract without COQ,
Official  delivery  extension
never issued.
OHIO
Aee Laboratories, Lake- | VI-74, May15, 1057_...| G880, IFB-155-(4)-1753-57.| Interior deck paint. ......... 20, 043. 00 ™ c&ﬁ?&ﬂ] coompiegerll 1Mghend of
ule, Oct.
pr Fabricating Co., Inc., | VI-82, Feb.20,1958_...| USASBA, Philadelphia, C]utch sglnstle bronze 10, 553. 00 788 | Contract completed shead of
umbus, Ohio. IF B-8(-36-039-58-756-58. clu schedule, July 28
The _ Brown-Brockmeyer | VI-81 May 8, 1058. ... Ships Parts Containment Mo:or, ac, Y horsepower, 1.9, 748, 00 Prucurcment thc[rawn Aug.
o m, Ohio. ;Jrg%telrmﬁmlcshmg, plus drawings. L
Burg Machine Co., Miamis- | VI-0, Sept. 22,1954...| Olmsted AFB, IFB-36-600- | Platform assemblies _..___.. b4, 644. 00 3, 520 Cont.l‘act completed  behind
burg, Ohio. 2 schedule, Dec, 30, 1055. SBA
supplied ﬂnanod.ai assistance,
Delay caused by heat-treat-
ing subcontractor. Delay in
feﬁemc of Government bill of
The Busch & Thiem Co., | VI-105, Feb. 10, 1959__| Post Office Department, | Steel timecard racks ... 23, 898. 00 “* Contract completed shead of
Sandusky, Ohio, ‘Washington, IF B-464. schedule, May 22, 1059,
Clark Cable Co., Cleveland, | VI-92, June 17, 1958...| Tinker AFB, I1FB-34-601- | Cable assembly. __.._....... 21, 300. 00 227 | This was leted
Ohio. 55644 (OCPTS). months late, Jan. 14, 1050; 4
months  delivery uired.
The contracting officer did not
furnish necessary drawin
permit manufacture an ns-
sembly until 3 months after the
award. A compensatory 00-
day dellvery extensiun WS re-
! and mpany was
advised this was tumsd over
to the Judge Advocate Gen-
eral’s Office. No further data
available to SBA on this action,
The Dickey Manufacturing | VI-68, Jan, 17, 1957....] Philadelphia Quarl,ermaster Blankets, roof section, com- 19, 481, 00 642 | Contract eompler.ad ahead of
Co., Oakwood, Ohio. %)3:?11 F QM-36-030- plete for tent, schedule, Apr, 24, 1058,
Firth Machine & Tool, Ine., | VI-536, Apr. 4, 1056....| Frankford Arsenal, Phila- | Initiators 120, 650. 00 Contract terminated for del’aull:,
Fostoria, Ohio. delphia IFB-ORD-36- Feb. 18, 1057, because of exces-
038-5-366. s[vem]ectiuns in inspection and
because snbepg_trﬁncm failed to
o 14
Fluid Power Co., Mace- | VI-5l, Oct, 5, 1955..... Brookley AFB, IFB-01- | Cylinder valve body......-. 36, 682. 00 ™ Cuntrwt eompleteﬁ behind
donia Summit, Ohio, 601-50-47, schedule, Sept. 30, 1956. A
usually reliable supplier of
brass ings made errors in
tooling causing late dell
The Russel B. Gannon Co., | VI-57, May 21, 1956...| Topeka AFD, IFB-14-604- | Gartridge oxygen purifier__. 32, 060. 00 4] Contract com eted ahea
ine., Cincinnati, Ohio. 56666, schedule, Oct.
o L, ammmannne] VI-03, June 25, 1958...| Army Co of Engineers, | Dehumidifier, dry desiccant 774, 727.00 *) Contract  comp et.ad behind
Chicago, IFB-DA-ENG- type, Elﬂs spare parts and schedule, Mar, 26, 1969, Sched-
11-184-58-CF-557. parts kit, ule 6 months, delivery in 0
months, The contracting
agency rejected protot}‘_g:e
necessitating redesign he
company expected a deliver Iy
extension because of this.
was not mmted. - Fhe com-
m time dua to
s shutttng down the plmlt.
The Hickok Electrieal In- | VI-69, Feb, 6, 1057-...] Dayton AFD, IFB-33-604- | Portable ammeters.......... 14, 656. 00 *) Contract completed ahead of
sl.lt'lument Co., Cleveland, b7-151. schedule, Aug. 29, 1957,
Highway Produocts, Ine., | VI-04, June 24, 1058...| GSA, Washington, IFB- | 3-wheel, gasoline drlven, (0] July 15, 1958, declsion made that
ent, Ohio FN-3G-0038-A~4-15-58, mail-delivery, Y-ton ve- ighway was not low bidder
cle. . and that  Eshelman Motors
Corp. was the! low bidder on
Columbus, Ohle.| VI Oct. 17, 1956 Robins AFB, RFP-MPO- | Repair of i t 11, 837. 00 ™ C tragi elt.e::i bh'}
Kapac Co., Columbus, - . 1956...] Rol = 8| uipment.......- , 837, on comple ehing
> 1 o f 57-36-Q. e schedule, Sept. 4, 1958, Con-

See footnotes at end of table,

tract was delayed because of
inability to receive approval of
repairs, inability to receive
permission to purchase repair
lnsiructlam toship only

lots, and

enntmcttng BEEncy.

ity on the part of the company
was al . The contract was
completed ‘about 17 months
after scheduled completion,



15174 CONGRESSIONAL RECORD — SENATE August 5
Company, city, and State 000 No,, date Procurement agency and Item Contract | SBavings Remarks
certified procurement No. amount
omIo—continued
Kamen Scap Produets Co., | VI-58, June 12, 1956...| Philadelphia Quartermaster | L dry soap. $123, 149, 00 ™ Contract completed behind sehed-
Ine., Barberton, Ohio. Depot, IFB-QM-36-030~ ule, Apr, 15, 1957. Final ship-
56600, ment ubout 6 months late, A
boiler failure, difficuity with
tallow suppliers and financial
tn;uhl&; contributed to the
0
Lion Uniform, Ine,, Dayton, | VI-34, Mar. 26, 1954...| Dayton AFD, I1FB-33-602- | Coveralls for flying suits_...| 412, 526,00 coc led May 13, 1954,
Ohio, 54-37. Contracting agency would not
allow progress payments,
Me;'cuMetalCarp Celina, | VI-30, Dec. 2, 1953..... W-PAFB, IFB-33-600-64-2_| Adapter assemblies____.....| 116,830.00 | $31,200 Conﬁ.r?lctl ogrmple_rwl.i%ﬁahesd of
schedule, Nov. d
Perry Rubber Co., Massil- | VI-43, Jan. 13, 1055...| Armed Bervices, Medical | Rubber gloves. ooeeeeeceeo.] 48, 204. 00 (W] Contract mep!e&ed behind
lon, Ohio. Procurement Agoney. schedule, Aug, 17, 1055, Final
Brooklyn, IFB-MPA-30- shipment about 3 months late,
287-M D55-228, About 60 days were lost await-
ing procuring service approval.
Platt Manufacturing Co., | VI-83, Mar. 5, 1958....| USN Airbase, Philadelphia, | Stanchion assembly, flush 61, 917. 00 18,582 | Contract completed  ahead of
Dayton, Ohlo. IFB 156-68-58. deck htiype and winch scheduls, Dec, 20, 1958,
assembly.
Btarck Van Lines of Colum- | VI-78, Sept. 17, 1957...| Lockbourne AFB, IFB 33- ackaging and  crating Y27,985.00 |-coeoeenn- Procurement was withdrawn by
bus, Inc.,, Columbus, 617-57-31. household goods and per- the contracting agency after the
sonal effects, COC was issued.
Tﬂ)ﬂo Mm.hina Co., Cleve- | VI-35, May 13, 1954_..| Shelby AFD, RFP-33-602- | Bomb handling slings.......| 101, 143.00 C inated by de!ault
G4-3048. Oct. 15 1954 A $25,000 SB
loan was approved for thls
company. It was never dis-
bursed because was sub-
sequently learned that the
applicant withheld certain
information. As a result, the
firm was unable to produce the
g'mtotm due to lack of funds,
'he case was presented to the
Armed Forees Board of
Contract Appeals in June 1956,
OELAHOMA
Allan Edwards Manufac- | X-52, May 23, 1958....| Tinker A¥B, IFB-34-601- Ca‘ll type contract, to mod- 14, 363. 00 2,204 | Contract completed, ecall type
" . INC., 5B-444-(PLS). n:r. tﬁhb i service contract.
re ex er
Mid-States Manufacturing | X-37, June 28, 1057....| Memphis AFD. RFP-40- | Overhaul, and modl- 19, 425,00 ™ Contract completed ahead of
0., Inc., Oklahoma City, 604-57-1317 ﬂmtlton of class 52E equip- schedule, June 12, 1958,
ment.
Do. X-71, Dee, 11, 1958....| Robins AFB, G RFP- | Service to restore to service- 54, 916, 00 (4] Contract in process,
PR-WR-0-MAINT-54, |  ablo condition miscelane:
55, 56. ous AF maintenance
equipment.
Midwest E & | X—43, Feb. 19, 1958_.._ Engineer Procure- | Metal buildings. .o cvoveaae-. 1, 126, 500. 00 ® Do.
Co., ment Office, Chicago,
Okla, i&’sB—ENO'—II-IS'l-BB- -
DOoeomomeomeaememmmene| X48, Apr, 18,1058 | Army Enginecer Procure- | 0kilowatt - Diesel ne | 1,318,084.00 | (" | Contract terminated for default,
e ment _ Office, _Ohl driven portable skid | Apr. 24, 1950,
IFB-DA-ENG-11-1 4— mounted generator sets,
58-F-106,
OREGON
B. & M. Welding Co., Port- | XIII-7, June 22, 1959..| GSA, Seattle, IFB-SES- | Restoration of mt- 114, 000. 00 ® Contract not yet awarded.
land, Oreg. 1491, ing'sby fusion.
thmuthnt 1960
PENNSYLVANIA
Acmo Copp@tsm(thlns & | III-2, Jan. 8, 1054_____ Dayton AFD, RFP-33- | Fuel meter calibrating tanks_| 442, 606. 00 40,231 | Contract wmpletod ahead of
%d&whim Oreland, ; 604-53-1413, schedule, Sept. 1, 1085,
anmunrjng Co., | I1I-16, Bept. 28, 1955 OTAQC, Detroit, | Pump, gunner control......_ T,262.00 |eeunanaae Procurement withdrawn Nov,
Philadelphia, Pa. ur’;s ORD-%0-113-55- ] 1956. o
DO secencncannnancasass] IIT-194, May 7, 1950_.. Olm.stad AFB, RFP-36- Repnri{ lnas‘nd wertg.nu.l afr- 21,282, 00 ™ Contract in process.
4 cral truments,
Aero-Fab Corp., Philadel- | I1I-29, Mar. 20, 1956 Phi]adelphla QMD, IFB- | Men's cotton trousers.......| 234,282 00 *) Contract completed behind
phia, Pa, QM-36-030-56-338. schodule, Mar. 28, 1957. De-
Qays by (hi eontraciing offiss
ays by the con officer
duoe to delay on his part in
supplying correct data on sizes
required. schedule ad-
justment had not been made
upon ecompletion of the con-
Do. III-41, Ji 27, 1956 Philadelphia QMD, IFB- | Cotton utilit 50, 749. 00 4 ] Cont b ths]ln d behind
, June i ol o utility caps...aea...- ontract complete e
/ QI-38-030-56-087, schedule, June 18, 1057. Com-
?labed 8 months late. Inspec-
ion by pi service and
Government htrntive
delays nbnwbed 6 months of
T i e o i II1-42, June 27, 1956___| Philadelphia QMD, IFB- do 83, 384, 00 ™ Oontract completed hehlnd
QM- E schedule, Jan. 10, 1957.
months late on 5-month sehad
ule. Delays in production
ArOse use of communica-
tion problems between top
and. the piaat at Olb Eﬂl
an vo
b o[\ S ———— 1 R 1 [ T Phﬂ&del hia QMD, IFB- | Trousers...cceeaseaneanaeas.| 318,000, 00 ® Contract E‘J:mpl%
= ule, mﬁ?
Afroraft Products Go., | ITI-06, Apr. 15, 1057.._| Dayton AFD, I¥B-33-004- | Pitot static tost Sots......... 96,768.00 | () | Contract ‘comploted head of
A&M Upper | IIT-190, Apr. 8, 1050 ‘UB:\SBBA Phllsdalp‘hln battery, plus tech- 180, 694. 00 ™ Oontract“lrﬁ %mlm
Darby, Pa, g g;n -80-36-030-50-1100- ‘.h‘ﬁ
Do. II1-200, June 19, 1059..| USASSA, Philadelphis, | Battery charger. 040, 00 Do.
i i LFB-36-030-60-1100-02, - 2

Sea footnotes at end of table.
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PENNSYLVANIA—continued
American Industrial De- | ITI-143, Mar, 26, 1958_.| Army OTAC, Detroit, | Cable assemblies..oeeeeeenae $20, 940, 00 $9,080 | Contract completed behind
vices, Harrisburg, Pa. IF 0RD-£!J—11.3~53*272 4 , June 17, 1959, in
shipment about lfmonth.a late.
mpany en an-
cial trouble. An SBA loan
misawd the company to com-
plete,
Avionies Corp.,, Horsham, | IT1-109, June 24, 1959..| USASSA, Philadelphis, hone controls, plus | 130,892.00 Contract not yet awarded.
T T LI B-86-36-080-50- {7l it i iy
Bayard Electronies Co,, | III-8, Oct. 15, 1953.... Arm OTAC, Detroit, IFB- | Vehicle, interconnecting 82, 236, 00 2,806 | Contract completed ahead of
Ine.,, Philadelphia, Pa, D-20-113-54-101. cables, schedule, July 19, 1954,
Bellair Metal Products | ITI-92, Apr. 5, 1857 GSSO Phiiadolphm, "IFB- | Cabinets and drawers, alu- 138, 343, 00 6,608 | Contract completed on schedule,
Corp., K on, Pa, wr(ai, minum, Dec. 11, 1957.
0n o ememmecamenmmens=] TII-100, May 16, 1957..| GSSO, hila.du}pma IFB- | Folding cot8.ooacamecacacaan 11, 326. 00 1,672 Contract completed behind
155~(3)-1327-57. schedule, Nov. 19, 1057,
epidemie of flu curtailed ri>
g'.:lﬁtn’;?;" Cun}pleted 1 t'£3
e,
Brlﬁht Sign Co.. Philadel- | ITI-170, Dec, 12, 1958..| Army General Depot, Sche- Steneil mn.r 11, 100, 00 (4] Oontract ecompleted ahead of
i:;:rctady, IF B-QM-30- with paperr esive Mk- schedule, Mar. 9, 1950,
5963, ng.
Burke Manufacturing Co., | ITI-15, Aug. 25, 1955_.. S8hips Parts Containment | Vegetable cutters and dicers. 60, 945. 00 ™ Contract terminated airderﬂult.
Southampton, Pa. enter, Mechanicsburg, Feb. 21, 1857. Initial dalay
IF B-104-256-55. experiened in obtainin,
roval of design and eer-
ng drawings. Aluminom cast-
ings supplier then had a strike,
Navy requested modifieations
on the 1st units built to Navy-
approved drawings. Finish
E}mblems developed, and the
avy finally terminated the
II1-134, Nov. 26, 1 Phlludel hia Quarterm: Wool ’s trousers 355, 653. 00 ™ coontragtrordemum sched
Joseph J. Cm trad- ~134, Nov. 26, 1957... ) 11ar] aster 001 Men’s troNsers. - cavee- ontract completed on u!
Ing as JBC adera, 1, IFB-QM(CTM)- ept. 30, 1008, le,
Pa.
Canoe Underwear Clo., Pine | I11-112, June 27, 1957..| Philadelphia Quartermaster | Men's cotton drawers......- 62, 167. 00 ™ Contract completed behind
QGrove, Pa. t, IFBQM(OTM}- schedule. Feb, 7, 1058, De-
. m—%—a livered 5 weeks' late on 6
months da]iv requirement.
Initial pmducuon of 34,410
units was ready on sobedula.
but held up awaiting contract-
ing &saney approval of thmd,
grippers, other
nents. An addll:ional del.ay of
a week or s0 65
percent of company's ﬁn oy-
ees were ont in flu ep
Coo Flectronics, Inec,, | II1-00, May 15, 1957...| UBASSA, Philadelphia, | Audio level output meters... 86, 890. 00 ® Oontract in process.
Philadelphis, Pa. IFB- 8C-36-030-57-1976-
Oraftsman Business Forms, | III-176, Jan, 15, 1959.. GBA New York, IFB-| Manifold carbon paper sets..| 107, 826,00 * Do.
Ine., Pittsburgh, Pa. BFsbfaN ~B-4675-A-11-25-
Orown Manufacturing Co., | III-3, Mar. 9, 1954.....| Watervliet Arsenal, IFB- | Pullover gage kifs....eeo.-. 52, 255, 00 4,210 | Contract completed he‘hlnd
Philadelphia, Pa. . ORD-30-144-54-30. schedule, 31, 1955,
layndduetomectionol pm'ts
tol'. and bwnuso ﬂnal ship-
ment did not inspection,
o n e S s III-5, Dec. 7, 1954..... Frankford Arsenal, IFB- | Contact rings....ceeeeeemens 7,102. 00 106 | Contract enmpleud ehind
ORD-36-038-55-110. schedule, May T, lﬂ.b‘ﬂ. De-
i Bt
ng
utedm:o a ﬂ.n.nl deltwy
mon
Decker Avlation Corp., | III-113, June 27, 1957..| Olmsted AFB, Middle- | Automatic flight controls 27, 538, 00 ®) Contract completed on schedule,
Philadelphia, Pa. town, RFP-36-600-57- system components, Apr, 3, 1058,
The Decker Corp., Phila- | IT1-139, Feb. 5, 1938_..| Olmsted AFB, Middle- | Services and materials to re- 000, 00 ™ COontract completed on schedule,
dipbis Ba. town, RFP-36-600-58- pair components of MA~4 » Feb. 4, 1959, ’
5084, auto pilots.
Dresel Engineering Co,, | ITI-162, Aug. 14, 1058..| Memphis AFD, RFP-40- Service and materials neces- | ! 44, 700.00 |.-.eenv--| Procurement withdrawn Oct. 14,
Philadelphia, Pa. B04-58-597. msa? nggd%;uegau?l. mr:&ntr. 1958,
p
Electronies of Olearfield, | ITI-108, June 10, 1957..| BuShips, IFB-600-1048-57- | Antenna coupler-......-...-| 183, 635.00 ™ Oontract in process,
Division of Progressive B.
Pebushing()o , Clearfleld,
Ly, e PR AN ol e IT1-151, June 17, 1958.. unts- | Design, development, and 98,113.00 | 51,314 Do.
bh Ala nn‘-Da—m— praduction of proved elec-
021-REA-TDP-A-58-2 Fronic muitimetor.
0. o oomecnmmaansenns| TII-160, June 27, 1958__| UBASSA, Philadel 10, Radio frequency wattmeter 101, 276. 00 ™ Do.
1FB-8C-36-039-58- tests sets TS-118 ()/AP,
E H P I11-24, Feb. 20, 1956. N%O-s- Wi IFB- Ag%}smte&hn!mds uip- 110, 030. 00 ™ Contract mpleted behind
meco Corp., Hanover, Pa.. - ‘eb. ashingto display eq A ontract comp! ehin
et £ 00056066, T ment. schedule, Sept. 16, 1957. Sev-
eral related items required indi-
vidual ins fon. Delay in a
fow ca late completion.
0. omommermenenmenanes| ITT-81, Mar, 29, 1956...| BuOrd, Washington, IFB- | Cavity Iners - ceaeceeeees- 45, 500. 00 2,100 | Contract terminated for default.
: 600-845-56-0. Delays In tooling caused con-
tract to fall far schedule
and production never reached
acceptable level.
2 ¢ o i R R TR II1-136, Dec. 17, 1057.. Production of various 1 80, 027. 00 17,995 | Contract awarded others Mar, 6,

See footnotes at end of table,

CV——957

NPO, Washington, IFB-

of aerological display
equipment,

1058, COO invalidated when
undisclosed financial Hability
to the Government becama
known. SBA cooperated with
the Navy in this case.
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Company, city, and State CO0CQC No., date Procurement agency and Item Contract Savings Remarks
certified procurement No, amount
PENNSYLVANIA—continued
Estrich .» Philadel- | IIT-188, Dee. 11,1938, ..| Naval Air Material Center | Seal, eylinder gap.cceeecaees $35, 703. 00 *) Contract in process.
i i S Philadelphia  [FB-156-
secssssnmsssssssnsss-a| HI-172, Dec, 11,1958...| Naval Air Material Center | Nut flange bolt....cccaaeecna- 3, 200, 00 *) Contract _completed  behind
i Philadelphia TF B-156-040- schedule, May 21, 1050, Final
59, delivery’ about 3 weeks late
bm} use of unexpected rejec-
tions,
DOocanceeacmcnnnennn=a=.| II[-173, Dec. 11, 1958...] Naval Air Material Center | Lower coupling exhaust 1,229, 00 *) Contract  completed  behind
Philadelphia RFP-156- valve. schedule, Mauachining error
20180-59. required correction and de-
ayed final delivery.
- 7o TR WY ol I1I-174, Dec. 11, 1958_.] Naval Air Material Center, | Machined castings plus 1 set 1,428, 00 *) Contract cnmpletcd behind
Philadelphia, RFP-156~ pattern equipment. schedule, 1959. Deliv-
20251-50. ery was delayed bya request of
the contracting officer., New
.slllpptug instructions ~ were
issned, but the contract com-
Elstlon date was not corrected
ot ¥ amendment,
Fleetwood-Airllow, Ine,, | III-148, June 3, 1958...| Army Quartmaster Pur- | Steel clothing lockers........] 317, 446. 00 Contract terminazed by default,
Wilkes-Barre, Pa, chasing  Agency, IFB- Mar. 3, 1059, omen en-
QM-33-031-58-6185, mmitered initial difficulties
with the finishing materials
furnished by a reputable manu-
facturer. Banks withdrew
support and the contract was
defanlted for nondeliverles,
DO0.ccennnnsmansannanass-| II-158, June 24, 1958..| Army Qu'n'termmtor Pur- do. 317, 446,00 |...oeean Contract was terminated by de-
chas .‘\gency Colum- fault, Mar. 3, 1959, See re-
bus, I B-Q M-33-031-58- marks COC-I1I-148, This was
a coneurrent contract for the
same f{tem, covering the set-
aside portion for surplus labor
Areas.
Fort Pitt Packaging Inter- | ITI-76, Jan. 2, 1657 ...| Memphis AFD, RFP-10- | Repair, overhanl, winterize, 191, 777.00 ™ Contract com| “{!Etad on schedule,
asj,ona] Ine., Pittsburgh, 604-57-1067. ete., of vehicles. July 31, 195!
l?nmklln Bmelting & Re- | III-171, Dec. 30, 1058._| Philadelphia Naval Ship- | Blasting grit- - .ueeceseaeeea-] 137,650.00 |._.o_.. ---| Procurement withdrawn June
fining Co., Phl:lsadslphia yard, 1FB-151-128-30, 15, 1959,
Pa.
mlDest Ine., Phila- | TI1-32, Apr. 6, 1956_...] Raritan Arsenal, Metuchen, | Technical 1 9, 384, 00 ™) Contract completed on schedule,
Geom s Ve N REP-57 0122 & 50° May 23, 1957.
bt a).
Hol-Gar Manufacturing | III-138, Jan, 7, 1938...| WPAFB, IFB-33-600-58- | Generator sets, plus spare | 428, 400.00 * Contract in process,
Corp,, Clifton Heights, 44, parts and technical data,
B,
Hunter-Bristol Corp:, Bris- | I11-122, Aug. 21, 1967._| NPO. Washington, IFB- | Radio recelvers. ..cooemee...| 1143, 418 00 SBA withdrew COC Sept, 4
, Pa. e ; 600-1013-57. 1957, due to adverse financial
: status of certified firm,
Ideal Manufacturing Co., | ITI-44, Tuly 26, 1056, .. Ar% OTAC, Detroit, | Cushi 4, (85. 00 ) ificate caneeled, Oct. 1, 1956,
York, Pa. ORD-20-113-56-
; S T R I I1T-49 t. 12, 1956 . Arm OTAC, Detroit, |.....do 11, 890. 00 e Contract completed behind
o » Bopts i LoRD ~$0-118-56~ schedule, June 25, 1957.
1546( 7 shipment about 1 month late,
B sy MDe ribbee
possibly  cause ¥
» financial difficulties,
B e e e II1-140, Feb, 6, 1938.... Armﬁ OTAC, Detroit, | Pads, crash, driven, door 2, 555. 00 ® Contract completed ahead of
: e -0ORD-20-113-58- hateh, front pads. schedule, May 26, 1958,
Jowil FElectron Ine., | ITI-106, June 18, 1057.. USABSA ‘Phlladelphia, Interpbone controls. ........] 264, 393. 00 $6, 177 | Contract completed ahead of
Philadelphia, gﬁ' i B-80- 36-030-57-2120- schedule, July 31, 1958,
Kane Manufacturing Corp,, | 1I1-12, June 15, 1935... USASSA, Philadelphia, | Cabinets 342, 793. 00 ™ Contract completed behind
Kane, Pa. " ; IF B-36-030-55-1649-58, schedule, Apr, 30, 1056. Final
shipment was 60 days late.
Firm walted appmnmateiy
this time for procuring service
tot lf.ﬂnlﬂﬂte inspection of 1st
Kegelman Bros,, Hunting- | ITI-185, Mar. 20, 1050.] Army Ordnance 'Missile | Drive potentiometer. . ...... 14, 339, 00 *) Contract in process.
ton Valley, Pa. Command, Huntsville,
IFB-IDP-X-0RD- -01-
achine Co., N Apr. 16, 19 KD‘[Z[I-W—;O&ITS Antonio, | Bombs, practi file-t; 7, 929, 00 ™ D
Lockley Machine Co., New | ITI-144, . 16, 1058__| Kelly AFB, Ban An . ombs, pi o8 Pro| o-:rpe 2, 657, 0.
le% d P Iﬁaqu—s&-u M , plus spare parts.
Luc’ifer Fumnoes. Ing., | ITI-50, Sept, 24, 1956..| Robins AFB, Ga., IFB-00- | Heat treating, electric fur- 68, 000,00 2,380 | Contract completed behind
Neshaminy, Pa. 603-56-505. nace, schedule, July 26, 1957,
Ch%ng&smgmmmdm by kthl:u
' contra agency in pacl
and in m.structlunmsnualshslg
ted prodnctlon until clarifica-
tion was obtained. No com-
pensation was made in official
schedule to eover the lost time.
Nuclear-Electronies Corp., | I1I-35, Apr. 13, 1956...| U8 &SSA Philadelphia, | Power SUpply...eeesceeeeeasd 51, 857, 00 (4] Contract  completed  behind
M&delphis, 8 0-86-039-56-10806- schedule, Apr. 30, 1058, Con-
tract was 4 months late on o
total schedule of 20 months.
Strikes in supplier’s plants and
failure of a transformer manu-
lamurer to meet his commit-
ments delayed performances.
T, A. Plasterer & Son, High- | ITI-8, May 6, 1055.....| Olmsted AFB, Middle- | Repair of air compressors. ... 7, 615, 00 183 Conh‘uct completed  behind
spire, Pa. town, RFP-36-600-56- schedule, Mar. 29, 1956. Final
5186, (Selivery made 5 months late,
Delay was encountered with
subcontractors and inspection
by procuring service. Con-
tractor claimed that inspectors
demands in excess of
specification,
The Siltronic Co., Pitts- | ITI-164, Aug, 25, 1058.. Switch DOXeS...ccesnsnnnana-! 44,038, 00 ® Contract completed on schedule,
burgh, Pa. Oct. 31, 1958,

See footnotes at end of table,

USASSA, Philadelphia
ﬂr-st'}-u-m-m-xﬁmi
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Company, city, and State CO0QC No., date Procurement agency and Item Contract Bavings Remarks
cortified procurement No. amount
PENNSYLVANIA—continued
Universal Electronic Labo- | ITI-177, Jan. 26, 1959...| USABBA Phﬂndolphia, Diseriminator.._.....i.....] $18,772.00 ™) Oontract in process,
ratory Corp., Wyoming, LFB- -8C"36-039-50-1818-
8.
George Voron & Co,, Phila- | ITI-110, June 12, 1957.. ‘USASBA Philadelphia, | Shelters, S—44( )/G.veenen-- 86, 656, 00 ™ Contract completed behind
delphia, Pa. ¢ i ' IFB-36-039-57-2141-56, schedule, June 1, 1959, Certatn
wood components were delayed
at a subcontractor eausing the
ﬂm:iI shipment to be 60 days
ate.
PUERTO RICO
Antonio Santisteban & Co., | V-52, Jan. 25, 1957..... Philadelphia Quartermaster | Men’s cotton drawers.......| 1387, 341,00 | Contract ecompleted ahea.d of
c., v, P.R. Depot, IF B-36-030-57-416. schedule, Aug. 13, 1957,
Commonwealth Furniture | V-87, Oct. 27, 1958...... Ramey Air Force Base, | Furniture. . oeeeoceeeeeeeaoo] 348,561.00 | $83,310 | Oontract in process.
Corp., Hato Rey, P.R. IF B-66-600-50-14.
SOUTH CAROLINA
A.A.A, Tanitor Service Co., | IV-88, Oct. 27,1958.__.| FortJackson, IFB-FIPUR- | Janitorlal services.....ccaa-- 20, 567, 00 14, 368 | Oontract in process,
Columbia, 8.C. 38-042-50-12.
TENNESSEE
Dura Finish of Memphis, | V=104, Feb, 9, 1859. ... Msm his General Depot, | SBervices and materials to 64, 763, 00 ™ Contract completed on schedule,
Division of Arrow ~Q M—40-110-50-28. restore field safes to serv- May 29, 1959,
%uppiy Co., Memphis, iceable condition.
'enn.
Patterson Lift Truck Co., | V=70, Dec. 11, 1957....| NPO, Washington, D.0., | Hardwood pallets. .ceaeee--- 21, 600, 00 540 | Contract completed on schedule,
(Olive Plan Branch, IFB-600-414-58, May 6, 1958.
iss.), 'Memlphls. Tenn.
, | V=36, June 22, 1956....| Memphis AFD, RFP-40- | Repair and overhaul of 11, 337, 00 ™ Contract completed ahead of
Memphis, Tenn, 04-56-14505. gasoline engines, schedule, Oct. 22, A
':rmmeo l']!ove Co., Inc., | V-95, Oct. 6, 1958......| MOTSA, IFB-QM(CTM)- | Cotton drill cloth mattress | 219, 154,00 *) Contract completed on schedule,
Tullahoma, 36-243-50-105. COVErs. Apr. 15, 1953
Tennessee Ovnrall Co., Tul- | V-112, Apr. 24, 1850_..| Philadelphia QM Depo Men's eotton, uniform twill 415, 218. 00 Th | in
ma, Tenn. IFB-QM(C M)%—m- uniform trousers.
50-500.
TEXAS
Alamo Automotive Service, | X-10, July 19, 1055.... Kal!yAFB RFP PR -50- | Repair and maintenance of 100, 000, 00 {is | Contract completed on schedule,
San Antonio, Tex 56-LP-1 vehicles, Aug. 31, 1
Do it X2, July 12, 1956.... K%IE_IAFB BFP 50 - 56— do. 220, 000. 00 30, 000 Unfﬂ‘nnatl%plemd on schedule,
lm ug
D i | X-50, July 1, 1958.....| Ban Antonio Air Material | Services and materials for re- | 4 268, 000, 00 ® Call-type contra now in
yFaiy I Area, RFP-50-58-LP-78- ‘(‘,‘““ and maintenance of 5 process, %
J ovaranlgjn:in: general pur-
pose vehicles.
Amﬂl]iﬂ_.}es, Inc,, Fort | X-13, Jan. 13, 1956 ... Bhelb{_%‘?l) RFP - PR - | Bomb hoist tubesets. .. ... 1,213, 512, 00 ™ Goan-tractD completed on schedule,
Worth,
ero-Test Equipment Co., | X-56, June 16, 1958....| Air Force Academy, Den- | Instrument control pansls 149, 868, 00 * Contract wmplatod axm,d of
v , Dallas qqu o S 2 ver, IFB-05-011-68-78, for for test calls an % schedule, Apr. 2, 1059
BN e b -<| X-64, Aug. 21, 1958..... Blg;kley AFB, IFB-01- | Fuel control assembly....... 35, 829. 00 6, 408 Oontraol:] v I?%odm 5glcueeul of
schadule, \
The Oal-Tex Co. of Tyler, | X-44, Feb, 1958....| MOTSA, Phlladei hia, | Paulin veatlbla for tanl: 3, 388.00 ™ Contract comp! ahead of
Tyler, Tex, daaiad ¥ B-QNL-(OT M) 36-243" and paalin schedule, May 14, 1958,
i e s s X-45, Apr. 23, 1958...- MCTBA Philadelphia Py‘ram.'idal. 3 to 4 man 100, 161. 00 236 | Contract completed on schedule,
» NI-(OTM)-85-248" |  tent with pins and po Dec, 18, 1958,
1 AL IR P X-50, Apr. 30, 1058....] MOTBSA, Philndel ia, | Insulated sectional frame- 78,472.00 | 10,978 | Contract completed ahead of
< i IFB-QN-(OT i type guy band complete schedule, Sept. 9, 1058,
[or tent
The Cal-Tex Co. of Tyler, | X-70, Oct. 28, 1958....| MOTSA, Philadelphia, | Canvas eover for 9,779, 00 376 | Contract completed behind
St R i R e o
uction because duck-
did not bmmM
mi
i e e
W)
letter, ordered rese : a
seam, his weakened the
cloth, eausing more delays in
acceptance, Result was the
canvas covers were delivered
1:1 6 gl]gnths rather than in
mon .
TR R X-73, Jan. 22, 19059_ .| Philadelphia Quartermaster | Canvas COVEIS. ..eemennmmns== 01, 737, 00 (] Contract in process,
(4 3 % Depo, [F5-QM-(CTM)- :
Oastle Hauling Service, Bor- | X-53, June 5, 1958......| Perrin AFB, IFB-41-610- | Collection and disposal of 14, 400. 00 343 | Contract completed on schedule,
ham, o d 1 58-20, refuse (Ju:y 1, 1058, through " June 30, 1959,
une
Dunlap Bales & Bervice, | X-38, July 13, 1957....] Topeka AFD, RFP-14-604- | Repair and overhaul of class 100, 000. 00 ™ Contract mmpleted on schedule,
Abilene, Tex, 575765, 17A equipment. Aug.
Immel Engineering & De- | X-77, Mar. 6, 1050....] Army Oorﬁ Rabuﬂli track shoe link as- | 1, 254, 000. 00 ™ Contract pmeass.
ve‘lopmsnt Co., Dallas, ;Iie{z;;]fg;nﬁa_mn—ml sembly.
l‘nternstionn! A.erl&i Map- | X-00, June 10, 1859_...| Army M %g ! ash- | Finalization of color separa- 16, 051, 00 ™ Do.
., San Antonio, 0. mli—ENG- tion mnummﬁcnnd prep-
E‘ax. iD-Dm-M aration p%d dmwl.ng:s
re
tives of maps.
Lewis Motor Co., Marshall, | X-40, Nov. 29, 1957....| Shelby AFD, RFP-33-602 | Repair and modlﬁeatlon of | ¢84,128.00 ™ Contract completed on scheds
Tex. 58-3014. oxign truilam and mis- ule, Mar, 24, 1950,
cellaneous related equip-
ment.
MeCann Construction Co,, | X-86, May 13, 1959__.. Mlc:dmcatlw and repair of |12,007,680.00 | 148, 662 Umh'aet awarded company bee

‘Fort Worth, Tex.

See footnotes at end of table,

Sandia AFB, IFB-S-20-
044-59-51.

ore 000 jssued.
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s , and State 000 No., date Procurement ageney and Item Contract | SBavings Remarks
OPIDAEY, G163, 241 certified procurement Nog. amount
TEXAS—continued
Mid-State Construction | X-78, Mar. 2, 1050.....] Missile Range, N. Mex., | Labor, equipment, and ma- 1§287, 151,00 |..........| Contract awarded another com-
Co., Dallas, Tex. IFB-0RD-20-040-50-67. terials to construct tele- 1y Apr. 16, 1950, SBA
phone cable plant. ound the appiimnt tech-
nlcuéily cumpewnt.di'lhe t;ml
tracting agenc sregardec
the certificati m}i The _com-
pany appealed to the Comp-
troller General, who declared
that the COC was conclusive
as to technical capacity and
that the econtract agency
must justily a turndown for
other reasons. (See Comp.
109[!52)1)&. B-139377, June 30,
P]nm raphic Manufactur- | X-0, July 13, 1955.....| Kelly AFB, RFP-PR-SA- | Magnetos........ o e 5,653, 00 ™*) Contract completed on schedule,
06 Houston, Tex. 546016, pt. 30,
Sidran Sportawear. Dallas, | X-17, Jan. 13, 1956.....| Army q_uarteraster De- | Men's cotton trousers. ...... 68, 052. 00 ™ Contract completed on sehedule,
Tex. E{l&i 1o ﬂlmle]phia, RFP- July 7, 1956,
Bouthwest Aviation & Ex. | X-27, Jan. 25, 1957.....] Kelly AF'B, RFP-P%!-H!A— Repair of hydraulic hand L,067.00 |..........| Company did not extend bid
loration Corp.,, Lock- -1 P-130068, jacks, optlon Awarded another
" - Mpany.
A.E.tstrg.;:mon Waste Dis- | X-87, May 19, 1050....| Perrin AFB, IFB-41-610- | Collection of refuse for 12 11, 900. 00 ) Cuutmct in process,
i Epsm Co, Weatherford, 80-30. months,
Terf;'ludustries, Inc., San | X-41, Dec. 24, 1957..... Kelly AFB, IFB-41-608-58- | Chrome plating of aircraft 322,820.00 | $31, 663 | Contract complatcd behind
Antonio, Tex. 85. engine cylinders, schedule, Jan. 23, 1950, Addi-
tional labor for which mno
provision was made, caused
contract delay,
DO.ccaannnnennaneaaaa | X066, Sept, 22, 1038. .| Kelly AVB, IFB-41-608-58- do, 1.220,430,00 |-czeeeenn- Contract swarded another com-
240, pany, Oct, 24, 1958, After is-
suance of the COC, the con-
tracting officer rejected this
company im- bad business
D was  not
within the scope of the SBA
certification,
Dave Williams & Sons, Inc., | X-92, June 20, 1050_...| Office of Quartermaster Gen-| Flat granite grave markers... 1 118, 080, 00 ™ Contract in process,
a8, Tex, eral, Washington, D,C,,
IF B-QM-40-056~59-3,
UTAH
ervice Theatre Suppl XI1-0, Mar. 6, 1958._... Brookley AFB, IFB-01- | Services and supplies to 5, 850. 00 *) tract leted on schedule,
SeEalt Lake City, Utah, " ] 601-58-200, repalr. viewfinder, model May 23, 1958
VIRGINIA
-Plane w Norfolk_| IV-10, June 24, 1954...| Army Chemical Procure- | Smoke generators...........| 501, 545.00 80,932 | Contract completed on schedule,
AleA e Corpus ot ¢ ' ment District, New York, . ¢ Feb, 29, 1056,
tion, Richmond Iy 26, 195 AIFB_C%‘{ tation | IRAN int 1 92,020, 00 46, 256 | Contract leted ahead
Avial ond.| IV-G5, July 26, 1057...| Army Transportation maintenance o on comp) shead of
OnctesiAx i g'ﬁ)’si s:?fﬁ Louis, Mo., | Army aircraft. ’ schedule, June 23, 1058,
Consultants Designers, | IV-65, Dec. 13, 1057.. . BuShips,Wasﬁ[ugton.D.O. Suppllesnndsarvimmwn 85, 000, 00 34,000 | Contract completed ahead of
Inc., ??Hns&on. Vil IF 182-58°8, '] " nection with revisions to schedule.
dnmnge control diagram
p}utim[?ind repmduﬁtion
of positives, negatives
BT ol
D :
Jellries Rubber Stamp Co., | IV-89, Nov. 17, 1958...| GSA, Washington, D.C. Oﬂim supp!ios 12 month 52, 000, 00 * Contract in process,
£ ton, Va. FSC-FSC, Group 75, OF rubber stamps,
fice Su lles,P 111 dwfalrpmm.
Kraftwood, Inc., Richmond, | IV-95, Mar. 19, 1959_..| Post Depm'tmem, Smgla lobby d wood, 4 43, 500, 00 ™) Do.
Va. Washington, D.C., TFB- feet long m:'ln% sing t1!e lobby
w eet long.
idan  Manufacturing | IV-72, Apr, 11, 1958...]| NPO, Washington, D.0O,, Bteelsﬁipﬂtters toolbox. ... 12, 180, 00 32 | Company had dlﬂicn!ty in pro-
nﬂ::. Ing., Gordonsville, LF B-600-038-58, ducing toolboxes that coul
% meet a water submersion test.
Delivery was about 1 month
late on revised schedule,
Do 1V-82, June 30. 1058...| Navy Elecirical Supply Of- | Blank aluminum panels...._ 11, 084. 00 2,040 | Final shipment 1 month late,
. , Great kes, 1FB- anagement cl ed hands
2358, and 1 subcontractor contrib-
uted to the delay.
WASHINGTON
L. Doolittle Co,, Se- | XIII-1, Dec, 30, 1054..| Army Transportation | Stevedoring. ....o.ooeoneenn. 31, 436, 00 446 | Term contract completed satis-
K%s. Wash, i 2 3 orps, A 5860 factorily.
-rm 45 1) A45-046-8 5-861-TS5;
and DJ\-!E—M&-W-TET.
WEST VIRGINIA
The Advance Machine & | IV-12, Oct. 8, 1054.....]| W-P AFB.......cc.c..e....| Splicer and rewinder for 29, 100, 00 ™ First article was approved but
Mannlaemdngco..neck film, company ran into finanecial
ley, W. Va, trouble even with SBA loun.
E%n:.ﬂr%ct was terminated for
(s i .
Electronics = Corp,, | IV-16, Mar 31, 1955...| USASSA, Philadelphia, | Vibrators. . e eeseeoooennns 483, 158. 00 3,917 | Delay by metal ease and electron
Mnrﬂnshnrg, W.va " 4 i IF B-8C-36-030-55-1272- tube suppliers resnlted in
59, 2-month completion delay,
DO ceceeaannannanaana=s| IV-18, June 7, 1055, ... ‘USASBA Philadelphia, | Reotifiers. uuececacannaanaaa| 106,326, 00 i) There was ndmlnlstmtlva delsy
B-80-36-039-55-1444- by the inspecting service caus-
ing a s-mmth delivery delay.
However, the uring serv-
E:;or its ouﬁa volition lnmﬁmd
uant urchased after
the GO0 was issued.
DOcnnncnncanaanannanas=| IV-20, June 14, 1056, ... UB&BB% Philadelphia, | Tronsformers. - ceeesasesssa 14, 343.00 ] 1 ch

Bee footnotes at end of table,

~36-089-55-1631~

i.n the transformer department
resulted in o 2-month delay of
final shipment,
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Company, city, and State 000 No., date Procurement agency and Item Contract | Bavings Remarks

certified procurement No. amount
WEST VIRGINIA—continued

Polan Industries, Ine., | IV-26, June 25, 1956_.. UBASEA Phiindelphla Infrared filters. cacavceeaacaa| $53, 270,00 ™ Contract completed on sechedule.
Huntington, W. Va. 80-36 11326,

L e e e A IV-32, Nov. 8, 1956...- U%}T %Se\ Phllﬁdﬂlﬁ:}l 55%, Rehabilitation of equipment.| 326, 417.00 | $98, 077 C%mplemd ahead of schedule,
ot. 7, 1857,

Standard Business Machine | IV-9, June 29, 1054....| Rome AFD, RFP-30-635- | Sound recorder-reproducer..| 476, 152,00 ™) 00C canceled July 15, 1954,
%ianufac‘t;r]ri‘?g Corp., 54-4026.

enova,

Universal Machining & | IV-11,July 22,1954___| Army Ordnance Corgs, Grenade launchers. .ceeenee- 34, 875. 00 15,750 | Company was unable to ues
Manufacturin% Co., Springfield, IFB-ORD- acceptable first articles and
Huntington, W. Va. 10-058-54-130. suffered  financial diffienlty.

Contract terminated by de-
fault,
WISCONSIN

Badger Leather Products | VII-64, Feb. 10, 1058..| MCTSA, Philadelphia, | Brown leather brief cases.... 2, 895. 00 (W) Contract completed behind sched-

Co., Inc,, Shawano, Wis. IFB-QM-(CTM)-36-243- ule, July 3, 1958. Delivery
58-359. was delayed by inspector eall-
lnés at plant at frregular inter-

Blater Bros. Auction Co., | VIII-3, July 31, 1857._| McOlellan AFB, IFB-04- | Auctioneering services. ... 4, 000. 00 Contract issued independently
Eau Claire, 606-57-776. of COC on same day,

The Eupar]or Wol(ling Co., | VII-72, June 20, 1958..| U.8. Army ’I‘mnspon. Sup- | 56%-Inch gage, 70-ton, 8- 215, 300. 00 ™ Contract in process,

Milwaukee, Wis, ply and Maintenance wheel domestic service
Communication, 8t. Louls, | stee! railway hopper car.
IF B-TC-23-204-58-88,
HAWAI

Melim Service & Suppl!iy XII-38, Aug. 5,1058,.._| Hill AFB, Utah, RFP-00- | Repair, recapping and re- 225, 000, 00 ™ Do.

Co., Ltd., Honolulu, T H, 9-2620-2100. treading of aircraft casings.

1 Bid amount.
2 Estimated minimum,
2 Maximum,

Mr. SPAREKMAN. The important
thing to keep in mind with respect to
these small business certificates of com-
petency is that in each of the 553 con-
tracts cited, military contracting officials
said the small firms could not perform
the contracts and the Small Business
Administration, after diligent investiga-
tion, found and certified that they could
perform. Had this not been done by the
small business agency, the cumulative
out-of-pocket cost to the taxpayers
would have amounted to $8,200,000.

In some areas of military procurement,
Mr. President, there seems to be a sort
of cold war going on between the De-
partment of Defense and the Small Busi-
ness Administration. At stake in the
matter of a more sensible procurement
practice is the success or failure of thou-
sands of small business concerns to par=
ticipate in military purchasing pro-
grams, the further feeding of the fires of
inflation, and a further unbalancing of
the budget. It has been demonstrated
time and time again that competitive
bids from qualified small business con-
cerns have the effect of reducing the cost
of military supplies and services com-
pared with the prices which the Defense
Department pays when the element of
competition is absent.

‘We hear much these days of the de-
sirability of a summit conference. It
might not be amiss for the President to
call a little summit conference of his
own department heads right here in
Washington. The purpose of such a top-
level meeting would be for him, as Com-
mander in Chief, the Secretary of De-
fense, the Administrator of the Small
Business Administration, and other ap-
propriate agency heads to work out an
effective competitive procurement sys-
tem so as to promote economy in defense
spending through greater employment of
the talents and resources of our willing,
able, and efficient community of small
business concerns.

4 Estimates.
& Not to exceed.
® Approximately,

It appears that only the President
himself has the power to make certain
that efficient business principles are
adopted as standard practice through-
out the Government. By doing so, he
would give a greater note of sincerity to
his oft-proclaimed desire to promote ef-
ficiency in Government and to control
inflation.

I earnestly believe that something
needs to be done in order that small busi-
nesses throughout the country may re-
ceive fair treatment, and that our basic
economy may remain strong.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there
further morning business? If not, morn-
ing business is closed.

PROMOTION OF PEACE THROUGH
REDUCTION OF ARMAMENTS

Mr. HILL. Mr, President, I ask
unanimous consent that the Senate pro-
ceed to the consideration of Calendar
No. 573, Senate Concurrent Resolution
48.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The
concurrent resolution will be stated by
title for the information of the Senate.

The LEcistATIVE CLERK. A concurrent
resolution (S. Con. Res. 48) to promote
peace through the reduction of arma-
ments.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there
objection to the request of the Senator
from Alabama?

There being no objection, the Senate
proceeded to consider the concurrent
resolution.

Mr. HUMPHREY. Mr. President, it
is appropriate today to consider Senate
Concurrent Resolution 48 which will re-
affirm the Senate’s interest in and de-
sire for an end to the armaments race.
Only yesterday did we approve the con-
ference report on the Defense Depart-
ment appropriation bill, providing $39.2
billion for military security for the fiscal
year beginning July 1, 1959. The Sen=-

ate, by passing this resolution, will say
that if the world can reach agreement
on reducing armaments the United
States should set aside a portion of the
savings resulting therefrom for works of
peace throughout the world.

Senate Concurrent Resolution 48 not
only states that it is the opinion of the
Senate that any saving resulting from
disarmament should be used for works
of peace programs. It also declares that
these works of peace programs should
be continued and expanded, such pro-
grams as economic and technical as-
sistance to less developed countries, de-
velopment of natural resources, inter=-
national cooperation to combat hunger
and disease, exchange programs, de-
velopment of atomic energy for peaceful
purposes, and the construction of new
schools, universities, hospitals, and other
essential facilities.

I am hopeful, Mr. President, that the
message of this resolution can be real-
ized, that soon the major powers, at
least, will be able to resolve their dif-
ferences sufficiently to permit some posi-
tive step to be taken to reduce the bur-
dens of an armaments race., This past
year the nuclear powers temporarily
stopped their tests of nuclear weapons.
What might have happened, in the spirit
of the resolution now before us, would
have been to use the money saved on
the part of the United States, the Soviet
Union, and the United Kingdom for in-
ternational development projects. This
money would only have been in the mil-
lions, but nonetheless it would have been
substantial enough to make a contribu-
tion to the betterment of mankind in
many parts of the world.

In closing, I should like to call to the
attention of my colleagues the provision
of the resolution which directs that its
contents be submitted to all member
governments of the United Nations. It
is important to have the contents of this
resolution before the United Nations
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when the next General Assembly con-
venes. At that time a major discussion
of the arms control problem will take
place and the interest of the United
States Senate should be known to the
various nations represented at the U.N.
as they debate and discuss this erucial
subject.

Mr. HILL. Mr. President, I suggest
the absence of a quorum.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The
clerk will call the roll.

The legislative clerk proceeded to call
the roll.

Mr. HILL. Mr. President, I ask
unanimous consent that the order for the
quorum call be rescinded.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without
objection, it is so ordered.

OPPOSITION TO THE DUMPING OF
RADIOACTIVE WASTE IN THE
GULF OF MEXICO

Mr. YARBOROUGH. Mr. President,
on several previous occasions I have
stated my opposition to the proposed
dumping of radioactive wastes in shal-
low, inshore waters of the Gulf of Mexi-
co, and my support of a bill introduced
by Representative CLArRk W. THOMPSON,
of Texas, in the House of Representa-
tives.

Hearings have been held before the
Joint Committee on Atomic Energy on a
proposal to require that such dumping
be at least 200 miles offshore and be in
waters at least 1,000 fathoms deep; also
that the waste be placed in containers of
a type which will prevent the radioactive
waste from readily escaping into the sea.

Groups of citizens, civic and conserva-
tion organizations, and city, county, and
State governments have joined in oppo-
sition to the proposed licensing of the
dumping in the Gulf of Mexico of radio-
active waste.

I wish to call the attention of the Con-
gress to other opposition to the present
proposal to make such dumpings 29 miles
from shore, rather than 200 miles or
more from shore, as provided in the
Thompson Act.

I request unanimous consent to have
printed at this point in the REcorp a
resolution adopted on July 15, 1959, by
the South Texas Chamber of Commerce,
at a special, called meeting in San An-
tonio, Tex.

There being no objection, the resolu-
tion was ordered to be printed in the
RECORD, as follows:

REsoLUuTION RE PROPOSAL FOR DISPOSAL OF
RADIOACTIVE WASTE MATERIAL IN THE GULF
OF MEXICO
Whereas the South Texas Chamber of

Commerce represents the commercial, agri-

cultural, and recreational interests of 52

south Texas counties, mcludmg those coun-

ties adjacent to and extending along the
coastline of the Gulf of Mexico from Bra-
zoria to Willacy Counties; and

Whereas this organization recognizes the
economic significance of the marine and
wildlife resources harbored in the waters of
the Gulf of Mexico and the bays, inlets, and
tidal waters connected therewith; and

Whereas this organization is dedicated to
the protection and preservation of said

waters, and the marine and wildlife resources
contained therein; and -
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Whereas the Industrial Waste Disposal
Corporation has filed application to the
United States Atomic Energy Commission
under docket 27-9 for permission to dispose
of radioactive waste material in the Gulf
of Mexico: Now, therefore, be it

Resolved by the board of directors of the
South Texas Chamber of Commerce, meeting
July 15, 1959, in San Antonio, Ter., That
said board of directors voted unanimously
in opposition to said proposal to dump
radioactive waste material in the Gulf of
Mexico, based upon the premise that such
disposal conceivably could: (1) Destroy the
economic and recreational wvalues of said
waters through dangerous contamination;
(2) create a menace to the health, welfare
and rights of the people of Texas and the
United States; (3) contaminate the beaches
and bays, inlets and lower reaches of rivers
and streams by tidal washing of radioactive
waste material or radiation resulting from
such material onto the beaches and into said
bays, inlets and lower reaches of rivers and
streams entering the Gulf of Mexico; and,
be it further

Resolved, That copies of this resolution be
transmitted to U.S, Senators LynpoN B.
Jounsonw and RaLPH YARBOROUGH, Members
of the House of Representatives from south
Texas, and to the Atomic Energy Cominis-
slon.

Mr. YARBOROUGH. Mr. President,
I also ask unanimous consent to have
printed at this point in the Recorp an
editorial from the Victoria (Tex.) Mir-
ror for Thursday, July 23, 1959. In con-
nection with this editorial, I point out
that the Atomic Energy Commission has
agreed to hear further protests from
groups along the coast, before carrying
out its decision to issue a license to the
Texas firm for the dumping in the Gulf
of Mexico of radioactive waste.

There being no objection, the editorial
was ordered to be printed in the REec-
ORD, as follows:

DumPING AToMIic WASTE v GuULF SHOULD B
PROHIBITED BY Law

This newspaper has carried several arti-
cles regarding the disposal of atomic waste
material in our oceans and in the Gulf of
Mexico and our Congressman, CrLarRx W,
THomPsON, has introduced a bill that would
prohibit dumping this material at any point
less than 200 miles from shore and in water
that is at least 6,000 feet deep.

This bill, if adopted and if it could be es-
tablished that there would not be repercus-
slons from dumping this material in the
Gulf of Mexlco, should at least demand of
the Atomic Energy Commission that a con-
stant analysis of the coast waters, checking
for radiation, should be made regularly.

The further this subject is delved into and
discussed, the more it appears there is not
too much assurance that we could be safe by
such a disposal process and in fact, we might
find ourselves with contaminated water all
around us. The Atomic Energy Commission
has already granted a license to a Texas com-
pany authorizing them to dump atomic waste
material 150 miles out in the Gulf of Mexico,
even in spite of the fact that the testimony
of their own experts has shown considerable
doubt about the program and its effects upon
the water.

There seems to be a great deal of confusion
and a lack of real knowledge on this subject
and a marine scientist and consultant to the
AEC, Dr. Allen Seymour, has recently testified
that the currents in the Pacific Ocean carried
radioactive material 3,000 miles after the
atomic tests were made in 1954. This radia-
tion was carried clear across the Pacific and
he saild the amount of the radicactivity was
minor; however, that would certainly indi-
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cate that the material does get around and
could become dangerous in larger gquantities.
Another prominent AEC biologist, Dr. I. E.
‘Wallen, has also testified according to reports,
that more studies should be made to ac-
curately assess the level of radioactivity that
could be absorbed in the ocean before cre-
ating detrimental conditions. This would
certainly indicate, too, that the AEC does not
know just what effect could or would take
place.

A member of the House subcommittee,
holding hearings in Washington on this mat-
ter, Representative Bos Casey, of Houston, is
reported to have called attention to the fact
that the National Academy of Sciences has
actually contradicted itself on the subject,
after they had recommended 28 sites in the
Atlantic Ocean and Gulf of Mexico, claim
to be suitable for dumping low level radio-
active waste material. It would be the
opinion of many people that the AEC would
not be having these studies made and some
of them even right here in Texas by Texas
A. & M. College, if they knew what the actual
eflects were of dumping the atomic waste
materials into the Gulf of Mexico, Most peo-
ple seem to think that before any dumping
of this material takes place, complete studies
should be made and the facts well known be-
fore any such material is placed in our Guilf
of Mexico and, for that matter, any other
waters.

Mr. YARBOROUGH. Mr. President,
if the license is granted, I hope the
dumpings will be made at least 200 miles
offshore, and in waters at least 1,000
fathoms deep,

DANGERS OF A VISIT TO THE
UNITED STATES BY PREMIER
KHRUSHCHEV

Mr. JOHNSTON of South Carolina.
Mr. President, I bring to the attention
of the Senate an editorial entitled
“Enter, Czar Nikita,” written by Mr.
David Lawrence, the editor of U.S. News
& World Report.

In the editorial Mr. Lawrence outlines
the dangers of a visit to this country by
the Soviet Premier.

I agree fully with Mr. Lawrence’s con-
tentions in the editorial. As I told the
press yesterday, one who plays with a
rattlesnake is likely to be bitten; and
when we play with Mr. Khrushchey, we
are playing with a rattlesnake, in my
opinion.

As Mr. Lawrence points out in his edi-
torial:

A convict who returns to society rehabili-
tated in mind may or may not be received
in his community as an equal. But Nikita
Ehrushchev would be coming to America
unrepentant, arrogant, dictatorial, and with-

out abandoning a single one of his threats
to our safety.

I agree with Mr. Lawrence that Mr.
Khrushchev’s record of arrogance and
dictatorship and the record of his coun-
try’s murder of Hungarians and other
nationals makes him one whom the
American people should not hail when
he lands on American soil.

As Mr. Lawrence so aptly puts it:

Yes; if Czar Nikita wants to come to visit
our shores, the U.S. Government can only
say “Welcome"” in an official sense; but the
American people reserve the right to say that
no tyrant or murderer can ever be “"welcome’
in free America.
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I feel we are doing the wrong thing
in inviting Mr. Khrushchev to this coun-
try, because the invitation will be taken
to mean, by countries behind the Iron
Curtain and those now being threatened
around its perimeter, that America is
softening to the Soviet line.

I hope some good will come out of the
exchange of visits by these leaders, but
I earnestly pray that nothing that could
provoke a war will happen while the two
leaders are visiting each other’s country.

I certainly hope the American people
will give no honor to Mr. Khrushchev
when he comes to America, for they
should not honor one who, as much as
any other Soviet leader, directed the
slaughter of people behind the Iron Cur-
tain and the violation of practically
every agreement ever made between our
Nation and Russia.

What we need to show Mr. Khru-
shchev, when he comes, is our military
might. The only thing the Russian dic-
tator or any other dictator will ever
understand is military might.

I am asking that the President ar-
range for the mightiest armada of air-
planes and military might ever shown
any foreign national in our history. I
think this would be the most important
thing America could show Mr. EKhru-
shechev, to convince him to leave us
alone.

We can show him all the beautiful
homes, television, and other advantages
of American living that we want to show
him, but they will have no effect whatso-
ever on him., Mr. Khrushchev will only
be jealous of our high standards of liv-
ing, and such displays will only fur-
ther deepen his fear of our system. What
we really need to do is display our mili-
tary might to him; and I hope the lead-
ership in the Senate and in the House
will join me in bringing pressure to bear
on the President, to convince him that
we must display our military might to
Mr, Ehrushchev and to the entire world,
at the time of his visit to Washington.

Mr. President, I ask unanimous con-
sent that the editorial entitled “Enter,
Czar Nikita"” written by David Lawrence,
and published in the August 10, 1959,
issue of U.S. News & World Report, be
printed in the REcorp, together with my
remarks.

There being no objection, the editorial
was ordered to be printed in the REcorp,
as follows:

ENTER, CzarR NIKITA
(By David Lawrence)

Officially the Government of the United
States cannot decline to permlt any member
of a foreign government to come to this
country for a visit as a tourist. Nor can the
Government in Washington deny our own
citizens the right to say what they please to
any visitor, whoever he may be. Freedom of
speech is the rule in America.

If, therefore, as is being widely discussed,
the Soviet Premier comes to the United
States, our officials will have to be courteous.
But this does not requlre cheers of applause
from the resentful among us who see in
Nikita Ehrushchev the man who has ordered
the murder or exile of tens of thousands of
men and women in Hungary, East Germany,
and the other capive nations, as well as
inside the Soviet Union itself.

A convict who returns to soclety rehabili-
tated in mind may or may not be received
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in his community as an equal. But Nikita
Khrushchev would be coming to America

unrepentant, arrogant, dictatorial, and
without abandoning a single one of his
threats to our safety.

The hope of those Americans who favor
his trip is that he will become educated
about this country and its economic strength
as well as its spirit of peacefulness. It is
optimistically assumed that, when he gets
to know America better, he will lose his mis-
conception of our purposes and will be more
flexible in negotiations.

This, however, is a fallacious theory. The
leopard doesn’t change his spots when he
emerges from the jungle. Khrushchev is just
another Hitler. He has gotten to be boss
of the Soviet Union by trampling over his
opposition and by distorting truth. He has
threatened to “bury” the people of the
United States under an avalanche of atomic
missiles. He has issued an ultimatum to
force us out of West Berlin. He has in-
structed his Foreign Minister to make no
agreement at Geneva that substantially alters
his previous position. He wants no reuni-
fication of Germany. He insists that our
troops withdraw altogether from Europe and
that we give up our plane and missile bases
there.

Some misguided Westerners think there is
logic in his demands—that we ought not to
encircle the Soviet Empire. But they forget
that, once our forces withdraw from bases
overseas, we cannot instantly get them back,
whereas it would take the Soviets just a few
hours to send their troops and planes to
conquer Germany, France, and Britain.

It is imperative that the United States and
its allies maintain their psychological as well
as their military position. To yleld to
Ehrushchev means discouragement to the
peoples of the captive countries and, indeed
to the hopes of freedom-seeking peoples
everywhere.

Why should we yield? To make money out
of trade? Khrushchev thinks we are ad-
dicted to materialism and that the business-
men of the West place the pursuit of money
above all else.

But the Soviet leader is mistaken. While
the allies in the 1930's did allow trade in
strategic materials to go on almost to the
time of Hitler's attack in September 1939 we
shall not make that same error again.

Things have not changed too much with
respect to autocratic rule in Russia over the
years. In 1951 there was published a trans-
lation of a book originally written in 1839 by
the Marquis de Custine entitled “Journey
for Our Time.” It is a journal of his travels
in Russia 120 years ago. Walter Bedell
Smith, former American Ambassador to Mos-
cow, in an introduction says:

“A change in nomenclature has not altered
the character of Russia's rulers or of its
institutions, Whether it is Stalin or the
Czar, it is still ‘the little father' of the
Russian people and it is still merciless

L e

de i

“The privileged class is today as remote
from the mass of citizens as was Nicholas'
court. The rank and position of the indi-
vidual derives from the new Soviet ‘czar’ as
surely as it did in the days of Nicholas I or
in the days of Peter the Great. The ruler
continues to be the most powerful and least
accessible of all the world's sovereigns, * * *

“But like his czarist predecessors, he is
omnipresent, dominating the lives and
thoughts of his subjects in every city, vil-
lage, and hamlet across one-sixth of the
world’s surface. In Custine's words: ‘All
must strive scrupulously to obey the thought
of the sovereign; his mind alone determines
the destiny of all."”

Essentially, there is little difference be-
tween the Russian Czars of yesteryear and
the Soviet “Premier” of today. Czar Nikita's
rule is just as absolute. The people live
under a reign of terror, and there is no limit
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to his tenure. He is the Czar of all the
Russias—the Soviet Empire. This now in-
cludes the neighboring countries in Eastern
Europe, which are kept in a state of subjuga-
tion by the presence of Soviet troops.

Yes; if Czar Nikita wants to come to visit
our shores, the U.S. Government can only
say, “Welcome,” in an official sense, but the
American people reserve the right to say that
no tyrant or murderer can ever be “welcome”
in free America.

PERMANENT AUTHORITY FOR SEC-
RETARY OF AGRICULTURE TO
MAKE LOANS UNDER BANKHEAD-
JONES FARM TENANT ACT

Mr. HOLLAND. Mr. President, I ask
that the Chair lay before the Senate a
message from the House of Representa-
tives in regard to House bill 7629.

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr.
McNamara in the chair) laid before the
Senate the bill (H.R. 7629) to make per-
manent the authority of the Secretary
of Agriculture to make loans under sec-
tion 17 of the Bankhead-Jones Farm
Tenant Act, as amended, and for other
purposes, which was read twice by its
title.

Mr. HOLLAND. Mr. President, by di-
rection of the Senate Commitiee on
Agriculture and Forestry, I ask unani-
mous consent that the bill now be taken
up by the Senafe, for action.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The
question is on agreeing to the request
of the Senator from Florida. Is there
objection?

There being no objection, the Senate
proceeded to consider the bill.

Mr. HOLLAND. Mr. President, by di-
rection of the Senate Commitiee on
Agriculture and Forestry, I offer an
amendment to strike out all after the
enacting clause of House bill 7629 and
substitute in lieu thereof the substance
of the Senate bill on the same subject,
S. 1941, which passed the Senate some
time ago.

Mr. EEATING. Mr. President, may I
ask if this matter has been cleared?

Mr. JOHNSTON of South Caro-
lina. Mr. President, I may say to the
Senator from New York this action was
unanimously recommended by both
Democrats and Republicans.

Mr. HOLLAND. I wish to assure the
Senator from New York I have just con-
ferred on this matter with the Senafor
from Vermont [Mr. A1kEn] and the Sen-
ator from Louisiana [Mr. ELLENDERI],
and that the Senator from South Caro-
lina [Mr. JounsToN] this morning pre-
sided over our meeting. All are agree-
able to this action.

Mr, KEATING. I thank the Senator.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The
amendment proposed by the Senator
from Florida will be stated.

The LEeGISLATIVE CLERK. It is pro-
posed to strike out all after the enacting
clause and insert:

That section 17 of the Bankhead-Jones
Farm Tenant Act, as amended, is amended
by striking out “June 30, 1959” and in-
serting “June 30, 1961."

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The
question is on agreeing to the amend-
ment.

The amendment was agreed to.
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Mr. HOLLAND. Mr. President, I ask
that the bill, as amended, be passed.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The
question is on the engrossment of the
amendment and third reading of the bill.

The amendment was ordered to be
engrossed, and the bill to be read a third
time.

The bill (H.R. 7629) was read the third
time and passed.

The title was amended so as to read:
“An act to extend section 17 of the Bank-
head-Jones Farm Tenant Act for 2
years.,”

Mr. HOLLAND. Mr. President, I move
that the Senate insist on its amendment,
request a conference with the House
thereon, and that the Chair appoint the
conferees on the part of the Senate.

The motion was agreed to; and the
Presiding Officer appointed Mr. ELLEN-
DER, Mr. Horranp, Mr. TALMADGE, Mr,
AxeN, and Mr. MunpT conferees on the
part of the Senate,

THE CURRENT STEEL STRIKE

Mr. CLAREK. Mr. President, I am
happy to join the junior Senator from
Missouri [Mr. SymincgToN] in sponsor-
ing Senate Concurrent Resolution 69. I
commend him for submitting the reso-
lution expressing the sense of the Con-
gress that the President take certain ac-
tions in the national security and wel-
fare to settle the current steel strike.

The resolution calls for the President
to use his prestige and influence, to meet
with the principals involved, and if a
settlement is not effected by an early
date set by him, to appoint an impartial
board to bring the facts before the pub-
lic and submit recommendations for the
settlement of the dispute in a way which
will best serve the national interest and
be fair and equitable to both parties.

I have introduced a measure which
would establish a basis for fact-finding
procedures to protect the public inter-
est in circumstances such as now exist
in the steel industry.

A similar measure was also introduced
in the House of Representatives by Rep-
resentative HeENry REUss, of Wisconsin.
Hearings have been held on it in that

I had hoped hearings could be held in
the Senate committee, and perhaps a
hill reported and passed during this ses-
sion, but I find, to my chagrin, the ad-
ministration is firmly opposed to the
Clark-Reuss measure, as it indeed seems
to be opposed to the somewhat more
stringent measures sponsored by the
Senator from Tennessee [Mr. KEFAUVER],
the Senator from Wyoming [Mr.
O’'MaHONEY], and other members of the
Senate Committee on the Judiciary.

Accordingly, it seems to me in these
last days of the session we had better
take what we can get. For that reason
I am happy to cosponsor the resolution
of the junior Senator from Missouri [Mr.
SymINcTON].

Mr. President, the steel strike has al-
ready caused widespread unemployment,
reduced national production, and re-
sulted in great financial loss to steel-
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workers, steel companies, and related in-
dustries. In thé Commonwealth of
Pennsylvania, as of July 28, 147,800 steel-
workers were directly involved in the
strike, and accordingly they are not pres-
ently at work, and are therefore unem-
ployed. This number is added fo an
unemployment 1roll of approximately
350,000 Pennsylvanians—a very substan-
tial percentage of our labor force. It
makes conditions in our already chron-
ically depressed areas very much more
difficult.

Workers who are indirectly involved
by the strike total about 27,000 Pennsyl-
vanians, The Federal Government is,
of course, sustaining a heavy loss of much
needed revenues.

Accordingly, I urge early adoption of
the resolution of the junior Senator from
Missouri, and I urge positive action by
the administration.

Mr. President, it is not enough merely
to ask the Secretary of Labor to con-
duct a one-man factfinding investiga-
tion and to issue statements from the
White House calling upon the parties
to behave, to get together, and to stop
the strike. Such efforts will not bring
results. We have to have something con-
siderably more effective.

1 suggest it may well be that the mood
of the Congress is such that the resolu-
tion of the junior Senator from Mis-
souri can be favorably reported and
passed. I hope it will be, because in no
other way can the full force of public
opinion be brought to bear to facilitate
an early and equitable settlement of this
dispute; and, Mr. President, after all,
that is the objective which we all seek.

Mr. President——

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The
Senator from Pennsylvania.

THE VICE PRESIDENT'S RUSSIAN
TRIP

Mr. CLAREK. Mr. President, I should
like to make a brief effort to place into
perspective the Nixon trip to Russia and
to the Eisenhower-Khrushchev agree-
ments for conference. A great deal of
praise has been heaped upon the Vice
President in this Chamber during recent
days, some of it, to my way of thinking,
extravagant. Yet, at the same time, I
would be the first to admit that the Vice
President has conducted himself with
dignity in Russia; that he has forcefully
and publicly stated the American case.
One has no reason to think that he did
not do equally well in his private con-
versation with Mr. Khrushchev. His
visit to Poland has been an obvious
success.

The Vice President seems to have been
met with friendly gestures by the people
both of Russia and Poland, and I for one
would not want to take any credit away
from him for what is clearly a success-
ful effort. And yet I think we should
put all this in perspective.

One of the very best of our political
reporters in America, in my judgment,
is Mr. James Reston, of the New York
Times. He was in Russia with Mr.
Nmxon, and he wrote a series of articles
which, in my judgment, should be called
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to the attention of all Senators and all
those who read the CONGRESSIONAL
RECORD,

I turn first to an article which ap-
peared in the New York Times of August
1, and was entitled “Survey on Nixon
'I'l'ip.”

I ask unanimous consent that the
article may appear in the Recorbp at this
point in my remarks.

There being no objection, the article
was ordered to be printed in the RFcorb,
as follows:

[From the New York Times, Aug. 1, 1959]

SURVEY oN Nixow Trip: REPORTERS FEEL TOUR
Has BeeN Svuccess, FAvor EISENHOWER-
EKHRUSHCHEV TALKS

(By James Reston)

Moscow, July 31—A survey of the re-
porters traveling in the Soviet Union with
Vice President RicuHarp M. Nixon indicated
almost unanimous agreement today on these
points:

The Vice President’s mission has been a
success. It has not resulted in any change
in Soviet policy, but it has served U.S. in-
terests well and enhanced Mr. Nmon's
chances of nomination for the 1960 Repub-
lican presidential nomination.

Despite all the difficulties, a meeting be-
tween President Eisenhower and Premier
Nikita S. Khrushchev is a gamble that should
be taken. Most of the correspondents
thought the meeting should be held in the
United States.

The Soviet Union 1s less advanced indus-
trially than the correspondents thought,
though most of them made the point that
they had not been shown the men and the
facilities that made possible the Soviet suc-
cess in rocketry and atomic energy.

The Soviet people are more friendly to the
United States, better fed, better and more
colorfully clothed than the visitors expected
them to be.

SURVEY HELD ON PLANES

The survey was conducted among the
more than 50 reporters traveling in 2 So-
viet jetplanes this afternoon between
Sverdlovsk and Moscow on the last leg of the
Vice President’s 5,000-mile trip to Lenin-
grad, Siberia, and the Urals,

They were asked whether they had modi-
fled their views as a result of their visit to the
Soviet Union, what they thought of Soviet
technical skills as a result of their trip, how
they had reacted to the Soviet people and
officials, how they thought Mr. Nixon had
handled his mission and whether they
thought it would be useful to have a meeting
between the President and Premier Khru-
shchev.

On this last point, five correspondents said
they had changed their minds about the
advisability of an Eisenhower-Ehrushchev
meeting. These five testified that they had
come here thinking nothing but trouble
would result from such a meeting.

They added that they were now inclined
to believe that Mr. Ehrushchev was prob-
ably more willing to talk openly and try to
reach an accommodation, and that he was
perhaps less dictatorial than any other pos-
sible Soviet Premier. Consequently, they
said that on balance a meeting was probably
worth a try, preferably in the United States.

One correspondent sald he was leaving
there even more alarmed by the combination
of Mr. Ehrushchev’s power and erratic per-
sonality then he had been when he arrived.

Willlam Randolph Hearst, head of the
Hearst newspapers, said he thought any de-
cision of this sort should await the final
analysis of the Soviet Government's policies
at the Geneva meeting of the Foreign Min-
isters' Conference, and three other corre-
spondents agreed with this position.
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Four correspondents, while favoring an
Eisenhower-Ehrushchev meeting, thought
the risk of demonstrations against the Soviet
Premier in the United States was too great
and suggested it be held in a neutral country
or on the high seas.

VALUE OF MEETING CITED

But the majority felt that the main point
of such a meeting should be to let Mr,
Khrushchev see the United States for him-
self in the hope that this might correct some
of his misconceptions about American so-
clety.

The reaction of the visitors to what they
saw of Soviet industrial and construction
activities was interesting. Most of them
came here after more than a year of constant
publicity about Soviet scientific and engi-
neering skills, and after a great deal of Soviet
propaganda about how the U.S5.SR. was going
to surpass the United States in the produec-
tion of consumer goods within a decade.

All testified to the vast potential of Soviet
natural resources and to the vitality and
progress of the Soviet people, but they found
many things on their trip that made them
think that perhaps Soviet capabilities had
been overestimated in the United States in
the last year and a half.

Mr. CLARK. Mr. President, to my
mind, the key sentences in this article are
as follows:

The Vice President’'s mission has heen a
success. It has not resulted in any change
in Soviet policy, but it has served
U.S. interests well and enhanced Mr.
Nmon's chances of nomination for the 1960
Republican presidential nomination.

_ This article I think helps us to realize
that perhaps the most valuable part of
Mr. Nixon's trip was the education which
Mr. Nixon himself received as a result
of having met with Russian officials and
having had an opportunity to travel
widely in that country and to allay a
number of misconceptions about Russia,
its power, its strength, the character of
its people, their attitude toward our-
selves, which, in my judgment, the Vice
President had when he left this coun-
try. Therefore, I say that this is all to
the good.

Mr. Nmxon is a successful politician.
All of us in this body are at least to
some extent sucessful politicians or we
would not have arrived in this body. So
it is in no invidious sense that I say that
naturally as a politician Mr. NIxoN was
not unaware of the fact that a success-
ful trip to Russia would enormously en-
hance his chances of obtaining the Re-
publican nomination and perhaps his
chances of being elected President. I do
not blame him a bit for taking that into
account, but I do think it is important
that we should all realize that this was
one of the primary reasons for the visit.
There were other reasons, too, but let
us appreciate that what has been going
on has been primarily the education of
Mr, Nixow, his fine conduct under diffi-
cult circumstances, and perhaps most
important of all the enhancement of his
chances for the Republican nomination.

Another article written by Mr. Reston
entitled “Nixown's Other Mission: His
Personal Encounter With People May Be
the Enduring Gain of His Visit,” em-
phasizes what I have just said, and I
ask unanimous consent, Mr. President,
that this article may appear in the Rec-
orp at this point in my remarks.
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There being no objection, the article
was ordered to be printed in the REcorbp,
as follows:

[From the New York Times, July 31, 1959]
Nmon's OTHER MissioN: His PeERsoNAL En-
COUNTER WITH PEOPLE MAY BE THE ENDUR-

ING GAamn oF His VisiT

(By James Reston)

PERVOURALSK, U.8.S.R, JuLy 30.—When Vice
President RicHARD M. Nixow was bumping
along a rough, dusty road between here and
Sverdlovsk this morning, he came suddenly
on a small crowd gathered on a sunny hill-
side before a solitary stone memorial re-
sembling a miniature Washington Monu-
ment.

“This,” explained his interpreter, “is the
dividing line between European and Asiatic
Russla.” On the hillside were faces from
the two continents: old men in their best
clothes, magnificent old women in white
headcloths, young and middle-aged hus-
bands and wives, some Nordic blond and
blue-eyed, some dark and Asiatic, with shy
and lovely children at their side.

The Nmow caravan stopped. Solemn
young women moved through the crowd of
visitors with trays of Soviet champagne and
chocolates. A severe, square, young official
welcomed the guests from overseas, After
a brief response from the Vice President the
caravan moved on.

SIMPLE INCIDENTS STAND OUT

Mr. Nmow is not likely to forget this
charming incident. In fact, the enduring
things about his visit to the Soviet Union
are not likely to be the big splashy news-
worthy events, the rather obvious aggres-
sive and dutiful official questioners in the
crowds, or even Premier Nikita 8. Khru-
shchev in one of his calculated tantrums,
but rather the simple, natural things Mr.
Nixow has seen along the way.

The Vice President has really had two
missions to the Soviet Union, one to the
Government and one to a limited number of
people in widely dispersed areas. There is
no evidence that he has affected Soviet pol-
icy, despite efforts by his spokesmen to give
this impression.

The Soviet officials have kept their prom-
ises to him to let him talk and to publish
his statements. They have also tried to
undermine his statements when they were
published. They are operating on the as-
sumption that he might be President of the
United States, and therefore they hava been
careful not to offend him.

Yet they have been careful also to see that
he was heckled and that his arguments were
answered in the monolithic Soviet press.

That is the main point: On a government-
to-government level the mission has been a
standoff. But in personal terms, which, alas,
are not very important these days, his ex-
perience has been quite different.

He has seen, or at least has had an oppor-
tunity to see, a number of very poignant
things.

The look of wonder and then of joy in
the faces of the crowd in the closed Slberian
clty of Novosibirsk at the sight of strangers
from beyond the prairie horizon.

The surprise and inexpressible gratitude
of an old peasant woman at the Asiatic-
European boundary this morning upon see-
ing a picture of her grandson taken only
a minute before by one of the Vice Presi-
dent's aids.

The evidence of immense natural resources
in Siberia and of human vitality, pride, and
yearning, all working for a better life.

The sight of prairies reaching to the
horizon and big skies, and log cabin villages
right out of Lincoln country, complete with
picket fences crying for Tom Sawyer, and

swimming holes populated by swarms of
naked Huckleberry Finn youngsters,

No one in the Vice President’'s party thinks
any of this is very important, and yet the
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scenes Mr, NixoN saw today ring a bell some-
where in the American mind, They were
right out of the romantic agrarian tradition
that our urban, industrial soclety has left
behind but which it still glorifies.

Mr. Nmxon reacted almost unconsciously
today to this similarity between the 19th-
century United States and the modern Soviet
Union.

Everywhere he went, almost by ritual, the
local officials gathered in the townhall,
served bubbly water and pop on tables cov-
ered with green balze, and explained with
patient pride what their city had been at
the time of the Soviet revolution in 1917,
and what it was today, and particularly
what it was going to be in the future.

No U.S. Chamber of Commerce ever fol-
lowed the *“bigger and better” tradition of
local pride more faithfully. The Vice Presi-
dent responded to this by recalling his
humble beginning in the United States West
cataloging the similarities between the two
continental countries.

ENERGY NOTICED EVERYWHERE

He talked about the “wonderful” building
program going on in every city he had seen
and the feellng of energy everywhere. He
was partly right and partly wrong.

The bullding is going on all right, but it
is quickly and poorly constructed by un-
skllled workers with inferior materials. But
he was right in saying there is energy and
movement,

The Russians are dreaming dreams of
glory. The dominant sounds here are of
P trains laboring and hooting in the
night and politiclans planning and boasting
by day.

This is something all American visitors
here respect. Their meetings with the
Soviet Government officlals begin in argu-
ment and end in frustration. But their
visits among the Soviet people are hopeful
and even wistful experiences.

Mr. CLARK. The key sentences in
this article, Mr. President, are:

The Vice President has really had two mis-
sions to the Soviet Union, one to the Gov-
ernment and one to a limited number of
people in widely dispersed areas. There is
no evidence that he has affected Soviet policy,
despite efforts by his spokesmen to give this
impression.

And again:

On a government-to-government level the
mission has been a standoff. But in personal
terms, which, alas, are not very important
these days, his experience has been quite
different.

Then the article goes on to point out
a number of facts about the Russian
economy, the organization of Russian
life, the attitude of the Russian people,
which were forcibly brought to Mr.
Nixon’s attention, and he points out how
helpful that must have been to Mr.
NI1xXoN.

Mr. President, the third article written
by Mr. Reston appeared in the New
York Times on the 3d of August of this
year. It is entitled, “Nmxon and Foreign
Policy.” I ask unanimous consent that
this article may appear in the Recorp at
this point in my remarks.

There being no objection, the article
was ordered to be printed in the Recorp,
as follows:

Nixon AND ForegN Poricy—LasT NEws PaAr-
1EY IN Sovier Finps HiM WELL PREPARED
AND FasT oN His FEET

(By James Reston)

Moscow, August 2.—Vice President Ricm-
ARD M. Nixon's long years of political con-
troversy are beginning to pay off. He has
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been in the center of so many battles in the
last decade, usually as the principal target,
that he has learned to control his temper,
his volce and even his facial expressions.
This much, at least, he proved today when
he held a full-dress news conference here
under trying and even dangerous circum-
stances.

The conference was held in the ballroom
of Spaso House, the residence of the U.S.
Ambassador, which is a vast, ornate struc-
ture built in czarist Moscow by a sugar baron.

Mr. Nixon opened the conference to So-
viet correspondents. To guard against
charges of favoritism, he used an interpreter
from the Soviet Foreign Ministery, Yuri Le-
panov, a tense and eager young man. He
let in the television cameras, Soviet and
American, and took his chances.

The Russians seized upon every opening.
They preceded their gquestions with their
own official opinions and charges. They con-
demned U.S, military bases overseas. They
criticized U.S. trade policy as “discrimina-
tory.” They badgered the Vice President
about U.S. nuclear policy. They even ac-
cused him of failure to give Soviet reporters
an even break with American reporters in
asking questions.

He waited them out patiently. He let
their harangues go on. He went out of his
way to recognize them, even when they
taunted him, and answered back, not bril-
liantly but just briefly enough and generally
enough to avoid the traps they had obvi-
ously been told to lay for him.

This was not an easy exercise. The ele-
ment of accident was great. Mr. NixoN had
to answer in terms that would not be mis-
understood either in the Soviet Union or
at home.

HIGHLY EXPLOSIVE QUESTIONS

He had to be fair to his hosts, mindful of
his responsibilities to both President Eisen-
hower and Secretary of State Christian A.
Herter and responsive to a wide range of
highly explosive questions. All this he man-
aged to do with considerable skill.

He refused to discuss the substance, or
even the subject matter, of his talks with
FPremier Nikita S. Khrushchev before report-
ing to the President.

He avoided getting entangled in the maze
of delicate and controverslal topics SBecretary
Herter is trylng to negotiate in Geneva,.

Yet he did not hesitate to express his per-
sonal opinion on an Eisenhower-Khrushchev
meeting, which was that 1t would be useful,
particularly if it could be arranged in such
a way as to minimize or remove some of the
Soviet Premier's misconceptions about the
United States.

It was perfectly clear today that the Vice
President had prepared himself carefully on
the issues that divide the United States and
the Soviet Union. At no time during the
news conference or, indeed, in his conversa-
tions in the Soviet Union, did he show any
originality in developing possible solutions
for the problems harassing the two coun-

tries. But he knew the State Department’s.

policy well enough to stay out of trouble.

The Vice President is not a policymaker or
Innovator. He is still eaanntlally a tacticlan
and a debater, a master of the obvious and
of the sweeping genéralization. But he has
spent a lot of time making his way through
the political minefields, and he is not easily
trapped.

OLDER AND MORE SERIOUS

On this trip, perhaps because he has been
working night and day, he looks older and
more serious. The two lines running from
the nose to the mouth are now deep crevices
and the eyebrows seem even darker and
thicker.

There 1s no doubt that he has come out of
this experience with much more confidence.
His previous oversea missions, to Latin
America, Africa, and Asia, were largely cere-
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monial. This one has dealt more with sub-
stance, which has pleased him,

For some time he has wanted to get
deeper into the formulation, administration,
and negotiation of policy. He has been con-
sclous of the fact that, despite his consider-
able experience in the House and Senate and
in the Vice Presidency, he has had little
opportunity to work on the kind of decisions
he would have to take in the Presidency.

In private conversation, he has repeatedly
sald—though he has been careful to avoid
any political discussion during this trip—
that, in his judgment, the American people
would choose for the Presidency the man
they thought best qualified to deal with the
dangerous and intricate questions of foreign
policy.

In this sense, he has enhanced his oppor-
tunities on this trip. The likelihood is that
on the basis of his record here he will get
more executive responsibility in the future.

Mr. CLARK. Mr. President, the key
sentences in this article are these:

It was perfectly clear today that the Vice
President had prepared himself carefully on
the issues that divide the United States and
the Soviet Union. At no time during the
news conference or, indeed, in his conver-
sations in the Soviet Union, did he show any
originality in developing possible solutions
for the problems harassing the two coun-
tries. But he knew the State Department’'s
policy well enough to stay out of trouble.

The Vice President is not a policymaker or
innovator. He is still essentially a tacticlan
and a debater, a master of the obvious and
of the sweeping generalization. But he has
spent a lot of time making his way through
the political mineflelds, and he 1s not
easily trapped.

This article emphasizes again, Mr.
President, what I said a few minutes
earlier, that Mr. Nixon’s trip has been a
success from his own point of view, that
it certainly has done nothing to hurt the
interests of the United States, and that
it has made no impact whatever on the
relationships between our Government
and Russia.

The fourth article written by Mr. Res-
ton appeared in the New York Times
this morning, August 5. It is entitled
“Bilateral Talks Prevail.” I ask unani-
mous consent that the article may ap-
pear in the Recorp at this point in my
remarks.

There being no objection, the article
was ordered to be printed in the REc-
ORD, as follows:

BILATERAL TALKS PREVAIL—NIXON MISSION
SHows HowW STRAIGHT DIscussioN CAN
PIERCE PROPAGANDA

(By James Reston)

Warsaw, August 4 —The mission of RICHARD
M. NxoN to the Soviet Union and Poland
ended tonight in a garden back of the U.S.
Embassy with the Vice President discussing
Chopin, piano lessons, and Harry Truman;
Adm. Hyman G. Rickover talking philosophy
with the Polish Premier, Jozef Cyrankiewicz,
and Dr. Milton 8. Eisenhower arguing edu-
cation problems with the rector of the Uni-
versity of Warsaw. None of this was any
more important than the stimulated con-
versation of a Washington cocktail party,

and yet it illustrated a fundamental point
about this whole mission.

This was that It is possible to break
through the arid stereotypes of officlal cold
war diplomacy and propaganda and get down
to straight talk about East-West differences.

For the last 2 years, aside from some plain
talk between President Eisenhower and
Prime Minister Harold Macmillan, of Britain,
there has been very little honest discussion
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among the responsible allied leaders on allied
problems or East-West problems.

Serious differences have developed over
this period between Washington and Paris,
without any real effort by President Eisen-
hower and President Charles de Gaulle of
France to get together to resolve them. Re-
lations between Washington and Moscow
have steadily deteriorated while each side
shouted at the other over its official radio.

The Geneva Conference of Foreign Min-
isters has been a tedious battle of debating
points in which neither side has been will-
ing to concede anything of substance.

Now, at least, a new field of negotiation has
opened up at the highest level. President
Eisenhower and Nikita S. Khrushchev, the
Boviet Premier, have agreed to exchange
visits to each other's country. The Presi-
dent has agreed to go to Paris to see General
de Gaulle and to London and Bonn to talk
with Mr. Macmillan and Chancellor Konrad
Adenauer.

The experiment in multilateral negotia-
tion has, for the time being, been put aside
after innumerable disappolntments, and is’
being replaced at least temporarily by a re-
turn to bilateral discussion among the high-
est responsible leaders.

This may prove to be no more profitable
than the multilateral talks among ambassa-
dors and foreign ministers, but at least it
opens up a new phase of international con-
versation and keeps the dialogue going.

In the narrowest terms, the Russians have
come out of this last phase ahead. Mr.
Ehrushchev has said all along that debates
among the forelgn ministers were a waste
of time, and it is hard to prove by the
Geneva Conference that he was wrong.

He has wanted not multilateral conversa-
tions but direct talks with President Elsen-
hower and Washington has now agreed not
to one but to two.

‘Washington had consistently refused to
agree to a summit meeting unless the Soviet
threats on Berlin were removed and genuine
progress was made at Geneva. The threats
have not really been removed and no sub-
stantial progress has been made at Geneva,
but a limited summit meeting has been ar-
ranged under the most dramatic circum-
stances.

DOUBT ON KHRUSHCHEV TALKS

Incidentally, while everyone in the Nixon
entourage 1s being very polite about all this,
nobody here is really very pleased about the
way the Ehrushchev meetings were arranged.

President Elsenhower, of course, had long
reports from both Mr. Nixon in Moscow and
Secretary of State Christlan A. Herter in
Geneva—1 of 20 pages from Mr. NIxoN
alone—but the feeling here is that it might
have been wiser to walt 2 or 3 days for care-
ful personal conversations with the Vice
President and Mr. Herter in Washington be-
fore agreeing to two conversations with Mr.
Khrushchev in Washington and Moscow.

Nevertheless, the President has decided to
make another personal effort to break the
stalemate, as most observers felt confident
he would do at some time herore the end of
his second term.

In doing so he has gone back on a variety
of statements he has made and of positions
his Secretary of State has taken with his
approval, and of course the Communist press
here is now proclalming this as a great vic-
tory for the Soviet Premier.

The whole story of the Nixon visit has not
been told even in the detailed official reports
to Washington. It is now known that Mr,
Khrushchev was much tougher with Mr.
Nmon than the press reports from Moscow
indicated. There was an extremely hard and
useful exchange of views but no evidence
even of the vaguest sort of any new Sovlet
approaches or concessions or compromises.

In general terms, what has clearly hap=
pened is that, since the death of former Sec-
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retary of State John Foster Dulles a little
more than 2 months ago, the United States
has moved closer to the British approach to
the Soviet problem.

Before, the President was hesitant either
to accept the Soviet postwar gains or to nego-
tiate personally. Now he is at least ready
to talk.

Left to himself, without the strong will
of Mr, Dulles at the State Department, the
President would probably have done so long
ago.

gHe came to the pinnacle of U.S. national
political figures not as a powerful advocate
of policy but as a mediator among men.
And he Is apparently determined not
to go out of office without trying once more
to apply these qualities personally to the in-
ternational scene.

POLISH PAPER COMMENTS

“Naturally the [Elsenhower-Ehrushchev]
meeting alone does not mean as yet that
everything will run smoothly afterwards,"” the
Peasant Party newspaper Dziennik Ludowy
of Warsaw sald today.

“But the mutual invitation of both states-
men already signifies a great success of the
idea of peaceful coexistence and, let us
admit, the personal success of Premier Khru-
shchev, who is the initiator of the policy of
coexistence and peaceful competition and
is its ardent executor.”

Mr. CLARK. Mr. President, this arti-
cle discusses the Nixon trip in the light
of the Eisenhower-Khrushchev ex-
change of correspondence with the re-
sulting agreement that Mr. Khrushchey
will come to this country and that Presi-
dent Eisenhower will this fall go to Rus-
sia. Incidentally, "the President has
made it abundantly clear that Mr. Nxon
had nothing whatever to do with
arranging this exchange of visits.

I think the key sentences in this arti-
cle are the following:

In the narrowest terms, the Russians have
come out of this last phase ahead. Mr.
Ehrushchev has said all along that debates
among the foreign ministers were a waste of
time, and it is hard to prove by the Geneva
Conference that he was wrong.

He has wanted not multilateral conversa-
tlons but direct talks with President Eisen-
hower, and Washington has now agreed not
to one but to two.

Washington had consistently refused to
agree to a summit meeting unless the So-
viet threats on Berlin were removed and
genuine progress was made at Geneva.
The threats have not really been removed
and no substantial progress has been made
at Geneva, but a limited summit meeting
has been arranged under the most dramatic
circumstances.

In discussing further the position of
the President Mr. Reston points out that
perhaps as a result of the unfortunate
death of Secretary Dulles the President
finds himself freer in the foreign policy
field than he had been before, and that
he found these meetings desirable. I
agree with him. I think he is right
now. I thought he was wrong before.

When a man changes his mind we
have to give him credit for it., He
now believes that he ought fo promote
these person-to-person discussions with
Ehrushchev, and the article says:

In doing so he has gone back on a variety
of statements he has made and of positions
his BSecretary of State has taken with his
approval, and, of course, the Communist
press here is now proclaiming this as a
great victory for the Soviet Premier.
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Then a little later Mr. Reston says:

In general terms, what has clearly hap-
pened is that, since the death of former
Secretary of State John Foster Dulles a little
more than 2 months ago, the United States
has moved closer to the British approach
to the Soviet problem.

Finally, Mr, President, there ap-
peared in the Washington Post this
morning an article by Joseph Alsop en-
titled “Khrushchev’s Dividend.” I ask
unanimous consent that this article may
appear in the Recorp at this point in
my remarks.

There being no objection, the article
was ordered to be printed in the Rec-
ORD, as follows:

[From the Washington Post, Aug. 5, 1959]
KHRUSHCHEV'S DIVIDEND
(By Joseph Alsop)

President Eisenhower’s invitation to visit
the United States is Nikita 5. Khrushchev's
latest and most substantial dividend from
the Berlin crisis.

Everyone is rejoicing over the great things
to be gained by exposing Khrushchev to our
own ineffable, all-inspiring charm and might,
Hence, one does not want to be a spoil-
sport. But the fact had better be faced that
Ehrushchev has got the American Govern-
ment to do what he has long wanted, al-
though the American Government, wuntil
very recently, did not want to do this In the
very least.

The record on this point is all too plain.
From the beginning of the Soviet agitation
for a second meeting at the summit, Khrush-
chev has made it almost comically clear what
kind of summit he preferred. What he has
always pressed for is just the kind of summit
he is now golng to enjoy—a face-to-face
meeting with President Eisenhower, with no
lesser nations represented at the table.

As will be recalled, the official Soviet pres-
sure for a second summit meeting started
when poor Nicolal Bulganin was still Pre-
mier of the US.S.R. Officially, with one eye
on the so-called neutrals like India, Bulganin
repeatedly proposed an enormous and impos-
sibly unwieldy rally of a score or more of
chiefs of state.

Unofficially, meanwhile, K:hrushchev. who
already had most of the real power In his
hands, was telling all and sundry a quite
different story. He was saying that the only

way to settle anything was for him and the

President to get together alone in a corner.

Khrushchey first put this proposition to
certain eminent foreign personalities, like
Mrs. Franklin Roosevelt and Aneurin Bevan,
who were visiting Russia. They were of
course expected to pass the word on to the
State Department and they duly did so.
When there was no response to these feelers,
Khrushchev came out inte the open at the
Kremlin reception of New Year's Day 1958.
In the toast he then offered in the presence
of the whole diplomatic colony, he again
urged a bilateral meeting between himself
and Mr. Eisenhower.

Even this blunt;, overt approach got no
answer from Washington. Ehrushchev was
not even Iinformally asked just what he
wished to discuss., Secretary of State John
Foster Dulles was then unshakably opposed
to any summit meeting. Dulles further-
more disliked the idea of a bilateral summit
most of all.
dent fully shared the views of Dulles, as he
continued to do until just the other day.

The first shift from this Dulles-Elsen-
hower position took place when Khrushchev
first pressed the Berlin lever. As Berlin was
threatened, Secretary Dulles himself was
forced to agree that a summit conference
might possibly be desirable. He added, how-
ever, that such a conference would first have

At that time, too, the Presi-.
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to be Justified by some progress at a meet~
ing of the foreign ministers. He did not
even bother to add that a bilateral summit
was out of the question.

For the record, it is still the American
Government’s position that a summit con-
ference is desirable, but must first be justi-
fied by progress at the foreign ministers’
level. But at Geneva, there was no progress
at all. The second meeting of the foreign
ministers was worse than the first, if any-
thing. And if the meeting dissolved in frus-
tration a second time, no one could tell what
would happen at Berlin.

In these circumstances, when all hope was
fading at Geneva in mid-July, the idea of a
White House invitation to Khrushchev ac-
quired all sorts of new attractions. It would
reinsure the Berlin position, at least for the
time being. It would give Khrushchev what
he has always desired—a bilateral summit.
It would avoid the appearance of any Amer-
ican climbdown from the position that a
summit must be justified, because the invi-
tation could be presented as perscnal, in-
formal, and devoid of summit overtone. In
this manner, Ehrushchev got his dividend.

Sober realism requires all the foregoing
facts be borne in mind. When the American
Government abandoned long-held views un-
der Boviet pressure, it is an event worth
noting. At the same time, these facts do not
necessarily mean that the original Dulles-
Eisenhower views about a second summit
meeting were correct views, even in 1957.

Many very able men have always held
other views. For instance, the American
Ambassador to Moscow, Llewellyn Thompson,
has all along maintained that Ehrushchev
had something important to say, which he
wished to say only in person and to Mr.
Eisenhower alone. What this new Monster
of Glamys may be, no one can be sure. But
many others feel as Ambassador Thompson
feels; and if EKhrushchev has this special
something that he wants to say, it 1s surely
worth hearing, That alone justifies what has
now happened.

Mr. CLARK. Mr. Alsop is well known
to many of us who count him as our
friend as one who tends on occasion to
be a prophet of doom and gloom. Mr.
Alsop is not what might be- called a
ruddy-cheeked optimist, and yet on
many an occasion Mr. Alsop’s warnings,
to my way of thinking, have been most
useful o the American people.

Mr. Alsop here is cutting through the
fuzz and the propaganda and the fog
and the ballyhoo of the Madison Avenue
buildup and getting to the essential facts
of the matter. So I think Mr. Alsop’s
comment about the Eisenhower-Khru-
shchev exchange is very pertinent for us
to consider, and I quote his first
sentence:

President Eisenhower’s invitation to visit
the United States is Nikita S. Khrushchev's
latest and most substantial dividend from
the Berlin crisis.

Then he goes on in general to the
same line of thinking as Mr. Reston, and
then coming toward the middle of the
article:

As Berlin was threatened, Secretary Dulles
himself was forced to agree that a summit
conference might possibly be desirable. He
added, however, that such a conference
would first have to be justified by some
progress at a meeting of the foreign minis-
ters. He did not even bother to add that a
bilateral summit was out of the question.

Mr. Alsop continues to point out the

obvious that:

The second meeting of the foreign minis-
ters was worse than the first, if anything.
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And if the meeting dissolved in frustration
a second time, no one could tell what would
happen at Berlin,

In these circumstances, when all hope was
fading at Geneva in mid-July, the idea of
a White House invitation to Ehrushchev ac-
quired all sorts of new attraction.

Then Mr. Alsop after discussing that
point for a moment continues:

Sober realism requires all the foregoing
facts be borne in mind. When the Ameri-
can Government abandoned long-held views
under Soviet pressure, it is an event worth
noting. At the same time, these facts do
not necessarily mean that the original Dul-
les-Eisenhower views about a second summit
meeting were correct views, even in 1957.

Mr. President, I bring these matters to
the attention of the Senate not in any
critical sense, not for the purpose of
denigrating anything the Vice President
has done, and not for the purpose of
criticizing the President for having
agreed to a meeting with Mr. Khru-
shchev. I will say again, in a spirit of
complete nonpartisanship, I think Mr.
Nixon's trip on the whole was a suec-
cess, and I think on the whole the Presi-
dent was wise to invite Mr. Khrushchev
to the United States and to agree to go
to Russia.

However, it is extremely important
that we should keep our heads in this
matter and not be rushed into a national
feeling of over-rosy optimism and the
thought that all the problems will now
be solved if the two ‘great white
fathers” can get together and talk
casually in Washington, D.C., or in Mos-
cow. I think it is of great importance
that our friends on the other side of the
aisle, in their natural enthusiasm over
the political success which has resulted
from the Vice President’s trip to Russia
and the enormous wave of relief which
has crossed the country, since word
came out that the President had aban-
doned the Dulles policy and was going
to sit down and talk with Mr, Khru-
shehev, keep this in mind. I think it is
very important indeed that we should
not fail to remember this is a limited
success, if it is a success at all. This is
what the Russians wanted all the time,
‘We are not one step further ahead in the
solving of the difficult problems we have
with Russia, as a result of the Vice Presi-
dent’s visit. We have the same need we
had before to tighten our belts, to
strengthen our defenses, to start work-
ing in the field of disarmament, and to
push ahead with more initiative than we
are doing in terms of trying to create
the basis for world peace through en-
forceable world law.

In other words, Mr. President, let us
not use Mr. Nixon's trip and the Eisen-
hower-Ehrushchev exchanges as the ex-
cuse to sit down under a tree and go to
sleep.

Mr. President, I yield the floor

PROMOTION OF PEACE THROUGH
REDUCTION OF ARMAMENTS
The Senate resumed the consideration

of the concurrent resolution (8. Con. Res.

48) to promote peace through the re-

duction of armaments,
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The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr, Tat-
mMaADGE in the chair). The guestion is on
agreeing to the concurrent resolution.

ADJOURNMENT

Mr. JOHNSON of Texas. Mr. Presi-
dent, I am informed that a number of
my colleagues have other engagements
this afternoon. I therefore move that
the Senate now stand in adjournment
until 12 o’clock noon tomorrow.

The motion was agreed to; and (at 2
o'clock and 33 minutes p.m.) the Senate
adjourned until tomorrow, Thursday,
August 6, 1959, at 12 o’clock meridian.

NOMINATION
Executive nomination received by the
Senate August 5, 1959:
U.S. CircurT JUDGE

Paul C, Weick, of Ohio, to be U.S. circuit
judge for the sixth clreult, vice Florence E.
Allen, retiring.

HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES

‘WEDNESDAY, Avaust 5, 1959

The House met at 12 o’clock noon.
The Chaplain, Rev. Bernard Braskamp,
D.D., offered the following prayer:

Proverbs 16: 3: Commit thy works
unto the Lord and thy thoughts shall be
established.

O Thou God of all grace, we thank
Thee for this moment of prayer, calling
us together in the fellowship of adoration
and praise, of penitence and confession,
of supplication and intercession.

Grant that we may eagerly desire,
rightly understand, and wisely pursue
those ways of life which are well pleas-
ing unto Thee.

Help us to aspire and strive continual-
ly to achieve that which is highest and
best in character and conduct.

Inspire all men and nations to find
their joy and blessedness in walking the
highways of righteousness and peace, of
good will and mutual trust.

Hear us in the name of the Prince of
Peace. Amen.

The Journal of the proceedings of yes-
terday was read and approved.

MESSAGE FROM THE PRESIDENT

A message in writing from the Presi-
dent of the United States was communi-
cated to the House by Mr. Ratchford, one
of his secretaries, who also informed the
House that on the following dates the
President approved and signed bills and
joint resolutions of the House of the
following titles:

On July 31, 1859:

H.R.3822. An act for the relief of Mon-
mouth County, N.J.;

H.R. 1605. An act for the relief of Harry F.
Lindall;

HR.6134. An act to amend the Federal
Employees Pay Act of 1945 to eliminate the
authority to charge to certain current ap-
propriations or allotments the gross amount
of the salary earnings of Federal employees
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for certain pay periods occurring in part in
previous fiscal years, and for other purposes;

H.J. Res. 323. Joint resolution to facilitate
the admission into the United States of cer-
tain allens;

H.J. Res. 353. Joint resolution to facilitate
the admission into the United States of cer-
tain aliens; and

H.J. Res. 475. Joint resolution amending a
joint resolution making temporary appro-
priations for the fiscal year 1960, and for
other purposes.

On August 4, 1969:

H.R.306. An act to amend the Federal
Crop Insurance Act;

H.R.836. An act to amend the code of law
for the District of Columbia by modifying
the provisions relating to the attachment
and garnishment of wages, salaries, and com-
missions of judgment debtors, and for other
purposes;

HR. 1631. An act for the relief of Joseph B.
Kane, Jr.;

H.R.3088. An act to amend sections 353
and 354 of the Immigration and Nationality
Act;

H.R. 3117. An act for the relief of Albert J.
Hicks;

H.R.3249. An act for the relief of William
S. Scott.

H.R. 4060. An act to eliminate all responsi-
bility of the Government for dates on
which the period of limitation for filing suits
against Miller Act payment bonds com-
mences to run;

HR.4524. An act extending the time in
which the Boston Natlonal Historic Sites
Commission shall complete its work;

H.R.4538. An act authorizing El Paso
County, Tex., to construct, maintain, and
operate a bridge across the Rio Grande at or
near the city of El Paso, Tex.;

HR. 5927, An act to authorize the convey-
ance to the city of Warner Robins, Ga., of
about 290 acres of land comprising a part of
Robins Alr Force Base;

HR. 6956. An act for the rellef of Sallie B.
Dickens; and

H.R.7631. An act to amend the act of July
3, 1956 (70 Stat. 492), entitled “An act to
authorize the Secretary of the Interior to
cooperate with Federal and non-Federal
agencies in the prevention of waterfowl
depredations, and for other purposes.”

MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE

A message from the Senate by Mr.
McGown, one of its clerks, announced
that the Senate had passed without
amendment a bill of the House of the
following title:

H.R.6840. An act to amend the Mineral
Leasing Act of 1920 in order to increase cer-

tain acreage limitations with respect to the
State of Alaska.

The message also announced that the
Senate agrees to the report of the com-
mittee of conference on the disagreeing
votes of the two Houses on the amend-
ments of the Senate to the bill (H.R.
7454) entitled “An act making appro-
priations for the Department of Defense
for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1960,
and for other purposes.”

The message also announced that the
Senate agrees to the amendments of the
House to Senate amendments Nos.
8 and 40 to the foregoing bill,

The message also announced that the
Vice President has appointed Mr. JouN-
stoN of South Carolina and Mr, CARLSON
members of the joint select committee
on the part of the Senate, as provided
for in the act of August 5, 1939, entitled
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